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SECTION I 
SUMMARY OF THE FACTS 
1. The Weintraub- Kaplan axis 


On May 15, 1952, David Weintraub appeared before the Internal 
Security Subcommittee in connection with its inquiry into the Insti- 
tute of Pacific Relations. Weintraub was at that time Director of 
Economic Stability and Development, Department of Economic Af- 
fairs, United Nations. He had been an official of the United States 
Government over a period of years extending from 1933 to 1943. In 
1943, he became adviser to Director General Herbert H. Lehman at 
the first council session of the United Nations Relief and Rehabilita- 
tion Administration in Atlantic City, and was subsequently employed, 
1945-46, by the UNRRA Secretariat. Weintraub joined the Secre- 
tariat of the United Nations in 1946. 

Weintraub was summoned in May of 1952 for questioning about 
his attendance at a discussion group on United Nations cooperation, 
which was held under the auspieces of the Institute of Pacific Rela- 
tions. He was also questioned regarding the fact that he had given 
U. N. assignments to Owen Lattimore.' 

During Weintraub’s testimony it developed that he had been closely 
associated with many United States Government employees who had 
been accused in sworn testimony of participation in the Communist 
underground conspiracy. <A substantial number of these had worked 
under Weintraub when he was Director of the National Research 
Project of the Works Progress Administration. 

One such was Irving Kaplan, who had been Associate Director with 
Weintraub at the National Research Project. In May of 1952 Kaplan 
was employed under Weintraub at the United Nations. 

Mr. SOURWINE. Did you have anything to do with his employment by the 
United Nations? 

Mr. WEINTRAUB. Yes. (IPR, pt. 13, p. 4630.) 

Kaplan was called to the stand. He had previously been identified 
by both Whittaker ¢ vhambers and Elizabeth Bentley as a seasoned 
Communist conspirator.2 Miss Bentley, in fact, said he was one of 
those who gave her stolen Government documents for delivery to 
the Soviets. Kaplan refused to answer 244 questions regarding his 
Communist activities. Here is a sample of his testimony. 


Mr. SOURWINE. Are you now engaged in an active conspiracy to overthrow 
the United States Government by force and violence? 


1 The subcommittee uJtimately found that “The IPR has been considered by the American Communist 
Party and by Soviet officials as an instrument of Communist policy, propaganda, and military intelligence”’ 
(IPR Report, p. 223). It also found that ‘“‘Owen Lattimore was, from some time beginning in the 1930's, 
a conscious articulate instrument of the poviet conspiracy” (ibid., p. 224). 

2J. Edgar Hoover, Director of the Federal Bureau of Investigation, gave this characterization of Miss 
Bentley when he appeared before the subcommittee on November 17, 1953: ‘‘All information furnished by 
Miss Bentley, which was susceptible to check, has proven to be correct. She has been subjected to the 
most se: arching of cross-examinations; her testimony has been evaluated by juries and reviewed by the 
courts and has been found to be accurate.” 


1 





ACTIVITIES OF U. S. CITIZENS EMPLOYED BY U. N. 





Mr. KAPLAN. May I consult,with counsel? 

Senator FERGUSON.® Yes. 

(Mr. Kaplan confers with his counsel.) 

Mr. KAPLAN. I refuse to answer on the same grounds [of possible self-incrim- 
ination]. (IPR, pt. 13, p. 4760. 


Our IPR investigation also led us to inquire into the activities of 
Mrs. Mary Jane Keeney, another who said it might be incriminating 
to answer questions regarding her Communist connections. Like 
Weintraub and Kaplan, Mrs. Keeney had been an employee of the 
United States Government. Like them, she had joined the Secre- 
tariat of the United Nations (IPR, pt. 8, p. 2774). As a result of 
these developments, and other information gathered in its previous 
2 vears of investigation, the subcommittee undertook its inquiry on 
Activities of United States Citizens Employed by the United Nations. 
It is pertinent also to point out that the Weintraub-Kaplan testimony 
in the IPR investigation helped lead the subcommittee to its investi- 
gation of Interlocking Subversion in Government Departments. 


2. The hearings begin 
Our hearings began on October 13, 1952, with the following state- 
ment by Senator O’Conor, who was a member of the subcommittee 
at that time: 


Our interest in this inquiry is solely to”safeguard the internal security of the 
United States. This is in no sense an investigation into the United Nations or 
the functions of the United Nations. (UN, pt. 1, p. 1.) 


At the outset, certain witnesses tried to make use of the following 
memorandum as an excuse for not testifying: 


3. The statement of Trygve Lie 


STATEMENT BY SECRETARY-GENERAL TRYGVE LIE IN RESPONSE TO REQUESTS 
FOR COMMENT ON NEWSPAPER REPORTS OF SENATOR WILEY’S STATEMENT 
CHARGING THAT AMERICAN COMMUNISTS HAVE “‘INFILTRATED’’ THE U. N. 
SECRETARIAT 


MEMORANDUM FROM THE SECRETARY-GENERAL TO STAFF MEMBERS OF UNITED 
STATES NATIONALITY 


A committee of the United States Senate has announced that it will hold hear- 
ings in New York to which certain members of the United Nations Secretariat 
will be called. I expect such staff members to conduct themselves with the 
respect due to an official agency of a member state. 

The laws of the United States dealing with the immunities of the United Nations 
do not provide an immunity from legal process for staff members in regard to 
their private activities or to their activities prior to employment with the United 
Nations. 

The relevant provisions of law are the following: 

Article 100 of the Charter which sets forth the responsibilities of the Secretary- 
General and staff and the undertaking of members of the United Nations with 
regard to them. 

Article 105 which provides that the representatives of the members and officials 
of the Organization shall enjoy such privileges and immunities as are necessary 
for the independent exercise of their functions in connection with the Organiza- 
tion. 

The International Organizations Immunities Act of the United States further 
provides that the archives of the United Nations shall be inviolable and that 
officers and employees of the United Nations shall be immune from legal process 
relating to acts performed by them in their official capacity and falling within 
their functions as such officers or employees, except insofar as such immunity 
may be waived by the International Organization. 


+ A former member of the subcommittee. 
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In accordance with these provisions of law, staff members of the United Nations 
called before the Senate committee are not authorized to testify with regard to 
official activities of the United Nations and do not have the right to waive the 
immunity conferred by law. They are authorized to answer questions which are 
matters of public record regarding their position as staff members, such as title, 
job description, compensation, date of appointment and the like. 

Your attention is also drawn to staff regulation 1.8 adopted by the General 
Assembly: 

“‘The immunities and privileges attached to the United Nations by virtue of 
article 105 of the Charter are conferred in the interests of the Organization. 
These privileges and immunities furnish no excuse to the staff members, who 
enjoy them for nonperformance of their private obligations or failure to observe 
laws and police regulations. In any case where these privileges and immunities 
arise, the staff inember shall immediately report to the Secretary-General, with 
whom alone it rests to decide whether they shall be waived.’’ (1953 UN report, 
De 2s) 


After consideration of the issue raised in this memorandum, the 
subcommittee concluded: 


A Senate committee cannot be stopped in its endeavor to secure facts relating 
to subversive activities on our shores by Americans, regardless of their affiliations 
with an international organization. 

To hold otherwise would be to give traitors a ready protection against disclosure. 
(UN, pt. 1, p. 125.) 


Shortly thereafter, 23 witnesses who were or had been employees 
of U. N. or its affiliated international agencies, invoked the constitu- 
tional privilege against self-incrimination when asked about their 
connections with the Communist conspiracy. (This total was in- 
creased to 27 in later hearings.) For the most part, they held im- 
portant positions in the Secretariat, as will be noted hereafter. Almost 
all of them had previously held positions of similar importance in the 
United States Government. 


4. What the grand jury found 


The Federal grand jury for the southern district of New York had 
also been investigating the situation. On December 2, 1952, it issued 
a presentment. Here are some significant passages from that 
presentment: 


Whereas, as it approaches the termination of its 18-month period of service, 
this jury must, as a duty to the people of the United States, advise the court 
that startling evidence has disclosed infiltration into the United Nations of an 
overwhelmingly large group of disloyal United States citizens, many of whom 
are closely associated with the international Communist movement. This 
group numbers scores of individuals, most of whom have long records of Federal 
employment, and at the same time have been connected with persons and 
organizations subversive to this country. Their positions at the time we subpenaed 
them were ones of trust and responsibility i in the United Nations Secretariat, and 
in its specialized agencies. * * 


. . s « * * > 


Some of the United States citizens In posts at the United Nations have records 
of criminal arrests and convictions. One highly placed official admitted that he 
had been convicted on a morals charge. At least two others in policymaking 
positions had arrest records involving their participation in Communist-sponsored 
demonstrations. Nowhere in their application for U. N. employment were they 
asked any questions designed to elicit such information (and it may be noted 
here, for its contrast, that conviction for a crime disqualifies for service in the 
Armed Forces of the United States). (UN, pt. 1, pp. 407—409.) 


4 Alfreda Abell, Frank Carter Bancroft, Julia Older Bazer, Virginins Frank Coe, Ruth E, Crawford, 
Leo M. Drozdoff, Dorothy Hope Tisdale Eldridge, Leon Elveson, Eda Glaser, Sidney Glassman, Joel 
Gordon, Jacob Grauman, Stanley Graze, Sonia Gruen, Jack Sargeant Harris, Helen Kagen, Harry Ober, 
Jerome A. Oberwager, Jane M. Reed, Irving P. Schiller, Herbert Schimmel, Alexander H. Svenchansky, 
Alfred J. Van Tassel, Eugene Wallach, Benjamin P. Wermiel, Herman Zap, Marjorie Lichtenberg Zap. 
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5. The Commission of Jurists 


As a result of the public testimony adduced by the subcommittee, 
the Secretary General appointed an international commission of 
jurists to advise him. The Commission considered problems arising 
from the invoking of the fifth amendment and stated: 


In our opinion, a person who invokes this privilege can enly lawfully do so in 
circumstances where the privilege exists. 1fin reliance upon this privilege a per- 
son refuses to answer a question, he is only justified in doing so if he believes or 
is advised that in answering he would become a witness against himself. In other 
words, there can be no justification for claiming this privilege unless the person 
claiming the privilege believes or is advised that his answer would be evidence 
against himself of the commission of some criminal offense. It follows from this, 
in our opinion, that a person claiming this privilege cannot thereafter be heard to 
say that his answer if it had been given would not have been self-incriminatory. 
He is in the dilemma that either his answer would have been self-incriminatory or 
if not he has invoked his constitutional privilege without just cause. As, in our 
opinion, he cannot be heard to allege the latter, he must by claiming privilege be 
held to have admitted the former. Moreover, the exercise of this privilege creates 
so strong a suspicion of guilt that the fact of its exercise must be withheld from a 
jury in a criminal trial. 

It is clear also that, in addition to arousing a suspicion of guilt, the plea of 
privilege may well affect prospects of employment. The privilege is an absolute 
right and it is legal in the United States to assert it, but it does not follow that 
a witness claiming the privilege, whether he be a national of the United States or 
otherwise suffers no ill consequences by the mere fact of his asserting the privilege. 

Indeed, in the United States much legislation has been passed restricting Fed- 
eral, State, or municipal employment in the case of persons connected with organ- 
izations declared subversive and machinery established to ascertain whether such 
connection exists. We refer (inter alia) to 5 United States Code, section 118 (j) 
Executive Order 9835, 12 Federal Regulations 1935, the Feinberg law (sec. 3022 
of the education law), The New York City Charter section 903, and the case of 
Adler v. Board of Education (342 U. S. 485). 

There can be no doubt that in the United States of America it is not contrary 
to the Constitution for legislative or other consequences affecting employment to 
follow from the exercise by an employee of some constitutional right or privilege. 

It appears to us, therefore, that in cases where this privilege is invoked in the 
United States, the Secretary-General must take notice of the fact and be prepared 
to take the appropriate action. (UN, pt. 1, p. 399.) 


> s . * « * * 


2. In exercising his responsibility for the selection and retention of staff the 
Secretary-General should regard it as of the first importance to refrain from 
engaging or to remove from the staff any person whom he has reasonable grounds 
for believing to be engaged or to have been engaged, or to be likely to be engaged 
in any activities regarded as disloyal by the host country. (Ibid., p. 397.) 


* * * * * * . 


The particular questions which we have to consider fall into two main classes: 

(1) Questions whether the officer concerned is or has been engaged in espionage 
or other subversive activities in the United States of America, and 

(2) Questions as to whether the officer concerned is or has at any time been a 
member of the Communist Party in the United States or of some other organiza- 
tien declared to be a subversive organization. 

In our opinion if an officer of the United Nations pleads privilege in respect of 
the first of these categories of questions, the duty of the Secretary-Generalis 
clear. The officer has refused to answer the question on the only lawful ground 
open to him, namely, that in answering he would become a witness against him- 
self. In our opinion such a person is just as unsuitable for continued employment 
by the United Nations in the United States as one who had actually been con- 
victed, and his employment in the United Nations should not be continued. We 
think also that this opinion should apply whether the question in respect of which 
—- has been claimed related to acts of the staff member concerned done 

efore or after the commencement of his employment by the United Nations. 

We have felt more difficulty in considering the second category of questions. 
To be, or to have been a member of the Communist Party in the United States or 
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of some other organization at the present time declared subversive in pursuance 
of the Internal Security Act is not per se a criminal offense. The organization 
concerned may not have been regarded as subversive at the time of membership, 
or, if it was, the officer concerned may well have changed his views and ceased 
to be a member. We have felt doubtful whether the Secretary-General should 
take in such cases the same action we have recommended above with regard to 
the first category of questions. Nevertheless, the reasoning which we have 
applied to the first category of questions constrains us to the view that our advice 
with regard to the second category of questions should be the same. In both 
cases the citizen is in the same dilemma, Either his answers would have incrim- 
inated him or he had no right to claim privilege. In neither case, in our opinion, 
can he be heard to say that his resort to privilege was unnecessary or unjustified. 

If the Secretary-General accepts our advice in this matter, which we give with 
a grave sense of responsibility having regard to the human rights involved, we 
consider that he should in future make plain to the staff what the consequences 
of pleading privilege may be so far as the officer’s employment is concerned. 
The decision whether or not to plead privilege is one which must be taken by the 
officer concerned with all its consequences for better or worse. Before coming 
to his decision, the officer ought to be aware of all the consequences including 
the possible effect of his decision upon his continued employment with United 
Nations. (Ibid., p. 399.) 


6. The State Department 


An inevitable question rose, as evidence of secret Communist 
colonizing in U. N.’s Secretariat continued to pile up. What had 
the State Department done about all this? 

An answer to this question, insofar as there was an answer, appeared 
in the subcommittee’s first report, dated January 2, 1953, on Activities 
of United States Citizens Employed by the U. N: 


For a period of approximately 3 years—between the time of the formation of 
the United Nations in 1946 and sometime in 1949—there was no safeguard what- 
soever, from the standpoint of the United States, against employment by the 
United Nations of United States citizens who were disloyal to their country, or 
were actively engaged in espionage on behalf of some foreign power. * * * 

When the United States Department of State finally took cognizance of the 
situation respecting possible disloyalty of United States nationals employed by 
the United Nations, it was fully at the instance of the United Nations and not 
even partially as a result of initiative of any security officials within the State 
Department. 

The agreement then entered into between the State Department and the 
United Nations has been variously portrayed. Both oral evidence and written 
testimony before the subcommittee indicates that the State Department under- 
took to make a check on persons whose names were submitted by the United 
Nations as employees or prospective employees thereof, and as a result of its 
check to make a report to the United Nations. 

The nature of this agreement, it seems, has been greatly misunderstood. It 
has been testified the agreement was reduced to a written memorandum which is 
still in the files of the State Department. This memorandum has not been made 
available to the committee; but testimony of responsible State Department 
officials makes it perfectly clear that the State Department did not undertake to 
furnish any information, and did not furnish any information to the United 
Nations with respect to any of its employees whose names were submitted to the 
Department, except (1) to report in writing whether an employee had a police 
record not concerned with subversive activities and (2) to convey orally whether 
the State Department, after examining available security information concerning 
an employee, desired to register objection to the continued employment of such 
employee by the United Nations. 

The State Department, through its officials, repeatedly has declared that it did 
not undertake to ‘‘clear’’ any United Nations employees; but the arrangement 
between the State Department and the United Nations, as testified to by these 
same State Department officials, had the obvious effect of conveying to the 
United Nations the intelligence that when the State Department failed to make 
oral objections to an employee of the United Nations within a reasonable time after 
the name of such employee had been submitted by the United Nations, the 


43351—54-——_2 
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Department had concluded, after evaluating available security information with 
respect to the employee on a basis determined within the Department that there 
was not sufficient derogatory information to justify the Department in objecting 
to the continued employment of such person by the United Nations. The com- 
mittee questioned State Department witnesses as to how this differed from a 
clearance; and they were unable to explain. 

At no time was any actual information respecting an employee furnished to the 
United Nations under the agreement in question, except the information already 
referred to with respect to the State Department’s own evaluation and deter- 
mination, 

Even within the narrow limits of what the State Department undertook to do, 
it appears to the subcommittee that the Department did not perform in accordance 
with its commitment. The Department failed, over Jengthy periods of time, to 
make any reports with respect to certain employees of the United Nations, whose 
names had been submitted under the agreement referred to, in spite of the fact 
that security reports on such employees were heavy with derogatory information. 
(1953 UN report, pp. 16-17). 


7. Corrective actions 


Seventeen U. N. employees who invoked the fifth amendment before 
the subcommittee were dismissed by Secretary General Trygve Lie.° 

On January 7, 1953, Senator Pat McCarran, ranking minority mem- 
ber and former chairman of the subcommittee, introduced Senate bill 3, 
to require a loyalty clearance of all United States citizens employed or 
to be employed by the United Nations.’ This bill passed the Senate 
June 8, 1953. At the time this report was written, it was awaiting 
action by the House Judiciary Committee. 

On January 9, 1953, President Eisenhower ordered the Civil Service 
Commission to conduct a loyalty investigation of each United States 
citizen whose name is submitted by the Secretary General as a pro- 
spective U. N. employee. The order authorized use of the Federal 
Bureau of Investigation where necessary. 

On February 19, 1953, Ambassador Henry Cabot Lodge, the newly 
appointed United States representative at the United Nations, in- 
formed the subcommittee that he had caused security questionnaires 
to be distributed to all United States citizens employed by the United 
Nations and its affiliated agencies. He stated that 1,755 question- 
naires had been distributed. As of the date he testified, 49 had not 
yet been returned. 

8. Reversal and refusal 


On February 19 and April 27, four more persons who were or had 
been employees of U. N. or its specialized agencies invoked the fifth 
amendment in appearances before the subcommittee. The dismissed 
employees appealed their cases to the U. N. Administrative Tribunal. 

On August 21, 1953, the Tribunal announced decisions on the 
appealed cases. It found for the Secretary General in cases of Irving 
Kaplan, Helen Kagen-Posner, Alfred Van Tassel, Marjorie and 
Herman Zap. It remanded the case of Eugene Wallach to the U.N. 
Appeals Board because of ‘faulty procedure.’ It ordered reinstate- 
ment of Ruth E. Crawford, Alexander Svenchansky, Hope Tisdale 
Eldridge, and Eda Glaser. And it made monetary awards totaling 


‘ Ruth E. Crawford, Irving Kaplan, Helen Kagen-Pozner, Alfred J. Van Tassel, Marjorie L. Zap, Herman 
Zap, Eugene Wallach, Joel Gordon, Alexander Svenchansky, Jack S. Harris, Hope Tisdale Eldridge, Sidney 
Glassman, Julia Older (Bazer), Frank Carter Bancroft, Leon Elveson, Jane Reed, Eda Glaser. 

§ Eda Glaser, Sonia Gruen, Jerome Oberwager and Jacob Grauman. 

’ The report of the Senate Judiciary Committee, 8. Rept. 223, includes the comments of the State and 
Justice Departments. 
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$122,500 to Joel Gordon, Jack S. Harris, Frank Bancroft, Leon 
Elveson, Sidney Glassman, Jane Reed, and Julia Older Bazer, plus 
salaries and $300 each for legal costs and, in one case, full pension 
rights. 

Dag Hammarskjold, who succeeded Trygve Lie as U. N. Secretary 
General, refused to reinstate the dismissed employees. 

The subcommittee recalled certain of the employees for further 
questioning, on the basis of additional information it had obtained 
about their Communist activities. 

The Honorable James J. Wadsworth, acting for the Ambassador, 
in a letter to the chairman summarized the situation, as of January 13, 
1954, as follows: 


The 11 persons to whom awards ° were made by the Tribunal are the following: 


Frank Carter Bancroft. Joel Gordon. 

Ruth E. Crawford. Jack S. Harris. 

Hope Tisdale Eldridge. Julia Older. 

Leon Elveson. Jane Reed. 

Eda Glaser. Alexander Svenchansky. 


Sidney Glassman. 


In the case of four of these persons—Ruth E. Crawford, Hope Tisdale Eldridge, 
Eda Glaser, and Alexander Svenchansky—the Administrative Tribunal originally 
directed their reinstatement to the posts they had previously held in the United 
Nations Organization. The Secretary General exercised his prerogative under 
the State of the Tribunal and refused to reinstate these persons. The Tribunal 
thereupon made monetary awards to them. In the other seven cases, the persons 
involved did not seek reinstatement and the Tribunal directed that monetary 
damages be paid to them. 

The question of the payment of the awards came before the United Nations 
General Assembly at its last session. The United States delegation strongly 
opposed their payment. In the course of the debate on this item it developed 
that there were seriously conflicting views among the delegations as to the right 
of the Assembly to review Tribunal awards and to refuse to appropiiate monies 
to pay them. The Assembly finally adopted a resolution referring to the Inter- 
national Court of Justice two questions concerning the legal relationship between 
the Assembly and the Administrative Tribunal, and the right of the Assembly to 
deal with Tribunal awards. The International Court will not deal with the merits 
of the particular cases. 

As a result of this reference to the International Court, the Assembly took no 
action to appropriate funds to pay the awards. The matter of the payment of the 
awards will again come before the Assembly at its next regular session, assuming 
that the International Court has handed down an opinion by that date. I would 
emphasize that payment of these awards has not been authorized by the General 
Assembly and no payment can be made by the Secretary General unless author- 
ization has been given by the General Assembly. 


As of the date of this report, the Court had not acted, and the 
Secretary General has taken no action. 


8 The Secretary General was sustained in 5 cases; 1 was returned for further action. 





Section II 
THE WITNESSES 
1. The design 


In its report on Interlocking Subversion in Government Depart- 
ments, the subcommittee said this: 


Almost all of the persons exposed by the evidence had some connection which 
could be documented with at least one—and generally several—other exposed 
persons. They used each other’s names for reference on applications for Federal 
employment. They hired each other. They promoted each other. They 
raised each other’s salaries. They transferred each other from bureau to bureau 
from department to department, from congressional committee to congressional 
committee. They assigned each other to international missions. They vouched 
for each other’s loyalty and protected each other when exposure threatened. 
They often had common living quarters. There was a group that played handball 
together. There was another group whose names appeared together in a tele- 
phone finder (p. 21). 


* 7 o * * & * 


The design of Communist penetration testified to in past years by Elizabeth 
Bentley, Whittaker Chambers, Louis Budenz, Nathaniel Weyl, and others, was 
clarified and substantiated by the documents adduced in the Senate Internal 
Security Subcommittee’s hearings this year. All of the Government employees 
exposed by these witnesses were threads in this design. 

When the principal concern of Government was economic recovery, they were 
in the Agricultural Adjustment Administration, the Works Progress Adminis- 
tration, the National Recovery Administration, and new sections of old depart- 
ments. During the war, they joined such wartime agencies as the Board of 
Economic Warfare, the Foreign Economic Administration, the Office of Strategic 
Services, and the like. Toward the end of the war and in the postwar period, 
they were operating in the foreign policy field. At the end of the war, they were 
gravitating toward the international agencies. 

They colonized key committees of Congress. They helped write laws, conduct 
congressional hearings, and write congressional reports. 

They advised Cabinet members, wrote speeches for them, and represented them 
in intergovernmental conferences. They staffed interdepartmental committees 
which prepared basic American and world policy. 

They traveled to every continent as emissaries and representatives of the 
American people. They attended virtually every international conference where 
statesmen met to shape the future. (GOVT report, pp. 20-21.) 


In our investigation of United States citizens employed by the 
United Nations, we found considerable evidence to indicate that 
Communists used the same techniques in infiltrating the U. N. Secre- 
tariat, as had previously been used in infiltrating the United States 
Government. 

Some of these persons exposed in our Government investigation 
played key roles in the actual establishment of the U. N. itself as well 
as the establishment of U. N.’s specialized agencies. 

The part played by Alger Hiss in the establishment of U. N. itself 
was described to the subcommittee by Dr. Edna Fluegel during our 
investigation of IPR. (IPR, pp. 2825-2870.) Dr. Fluegel was one 
of the authors of “Post War Foreign Policy Preparation, 1939-1945,” 
which is the State Department’s own official history of these events. 

9 
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According to Dr. Fluegel, Hiss became Director of the Postwar 
Planning Division of the State Department in February 1945, 
“although he had been acting some time before that.” (Ibid., p 
2837.) It will be recalled that the preliminary meetings to an oa 
plans for what eventually became U. N. were held at Dumbarton 
Oaks in 1944. Dr. Fluegel said this about Hiss’ activity: 


Miss FLUEGEL. Right before Dumbarton Oaks, when he first came, he immedi- 
ately took a very active part. He wasin charge of all the arrangements. He was 
secretary to several of the top planning committees and attended Dumbarton 
Oaks in that capacity. 

I suppose you would describe his job as pretty much the job of a secretary 
general, plus personal adviser to the delegates. 

* * * 7 - - ~ 


Miss FLUEGEL. Following the Dumbarton Oaks conference he did, of course, 
participate in all of the meetings, discussing plannings for Yalta, since a major 
part of the Yalta Conference—as a matter of fact the reason for the Yalta Con- 
ference—was the failure to settle certain questions during the Dumbarton Oaks 
Conference. (Ibid., p. 2838.) 


One of these unsettled questions was the matter of plural votes. 
According to Dr. Fluegel, it had been President Roosevelt’s funda- 
mental position that no nation should have more than one vote in 
the United Nations Assembly. The Union of Soviet Socialist Repub- 
lics demanded a maximum of 16 and a minimum of 3 votes, on the 
fraudulent ground that its constituent “republics” were independent.! 

Miss FLUEGEL. * * * It did, of course, involve complete distortion, since we 
had decided that membership was to be to sovereign states only. At the time the 
question came up, it was considered dynamite, so much so that it was referred to 


from the time of Dumbarton Oaks until Yalta as the X matter, and they kept a 
record of even the stenographers who had typed papers concerning it. (Ibid., 
2842. 
> * * + * * * 
In the period between August 28, 1944, and the Yalta Conference, fewer than 
a dozen Americans were acquainted with the problem. (Ibid., p. 2858.) 


Alger Hiss, of course, was one of these few. 


Mr. Morris. Now, what role had Alger Hiss played at Yalta? ? 

Miss FLUEGEL. Well, of course, he went to Yalta as the top international 
organization specialist, and a large part of the Yalta Conference was to be devoted 
to that. (Ibid., p. 2843.) 





It is interesting to note that, while the United States has only 1 vote in the General Assembly, it has 
er contribut less than 35 percent toward the cost of U. N.’supkeep. (See United States Participation 
the | "R eport tb y the Presi lent to the Congress for the Year 1952, p. 215. Incorporated in record 


by eee ’Mareh 10, 1954, transcript, p. 4.) 


2 MEMORANDUM 


To: Se itor McCarran 
From: J. G. Sourwine and R. Morris. 
Mr. Morris spent three afternoons tn the office of Carlisle Humelsine, Undersecretary of State, examining 
encil notes of Alger Hiss made at Yalta. On the third occasion, he was accompanied by Mr. Sourwine, 
| together we reviewed the folder containing the Hiss notes After Mr. Morris left on this third occasion, 
Mr. Sourwine stayed on with the expectation of conversing with Mr. C. E. Bohlen, but spoke instead with 
Mr. Humelsine 
Che Hiss notes do not directly concern the Institute of Pacific Relations, but they are very interesting 
nd significant in a collateral way. 
On the very first page, Hiss made a diagram of the seating arrangement at Yalta. The seating was around 
, round table, at which was seated 19 persons. On Mr. Roosevelt's left was C. E. B. (obviously standing 


Bohlen On his right was E. R. 8. (obviously standing for Stettinius). On Stettinius’ right was Leahy, 
nd on his left was Byrnes and Harriman. Behind the President were Hopkins, Matthews, and Hiss. 
Mais ky was on Stalin’s left, and on his right were Molotov and Vyshinsky, and Gromyko, in that order. 


On the upper right-hand page there was a notation headed “tonight, H glen pe Page, and A. H. with 
Gro nice a and who else.”’ Hiss’ handwritten notes indicated that E. R. had suggested the words “and 
the dismemberment” (referring to Germany) be added to article XII ofthe “articles of Surrender. Molotov 
ipparently had a proposa! of his own which he withdrew after Stettinius’ suggestion. On this same page, in 


what was apparently the first day of the session, Hiss made the following note: ‘‘Intermission—Gromyko 
indicated he had not understood from L. P. (Pasvolsky?) the change in the third paragraph of our proposal 






I straightened him our on the text but he was still not satisfied that the effect of the reference to Roman 
imeral VIII was clear or desirable. He also said he would have great difficulty explaining its effect to his 
leagues. He said it would be much easier for the R’s if we could drop the whole reference and ask if Pres, 
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It was at Yalta, with Hiss at hand as “top specialist,” that the 
United States secretly accepted the “complete distortion” and granted 
the Soviets their three vote demand. 

Dr. Fluegel called attention to the protest made by James F. Byrnes, 
who had accompanied President Roosevelt to Yalta as an adviser. 
Mr. Byrnes, later Secretary of State and presently Governor of South 
Carolina, gave this account of the plural vote aftermath in his book, 
“Speaking Frankly”: 


I was surprised at the agreement which, in my opinion, was very unwise. 
After the meeting I urged my view upon the President. I reminded him that 
before we left Washington he had told a group of Senators that if Stalin proposed 
granting membership to Byelorussia and the Ukraine, he would insist upon 
membership for each of our 48 States. The truth is the Soviet Republics are 
no more independent than the States of our Union. (IPR hearings, p. 2862.) 


» * o * * * * 


* * * T urged the President at least to ask that the United States be granted 
a number of votes equal to those of the Soviet Union. The President feared it 
was too late but said he would consider it. (Ibid.) 


* . * * - > ” 


oni * The President finally told us he would present it to Marshal Stalin. 
(Ibid.) 


The following day Marshal Stalin advised the President that he entirely 
agreed with him that ‘‘since the number of votes for the Soviet Union is increased 
to three in connection with the inclusion of the Soviet Ukraine and Soviet White 
Russia among the members of the Assembly, the number of votes for the U.S. A. 
should also be increased.’’ 

‘“*‘The number of votes for the U. S. A. might be increased to three as in the 
case of the Soviet Union and its two basic Republics,’’ he said. ‘‘Ifit is necessary 
I am prepared officially to support this proposal.’’ 

President Roosevelt also asked Churchill for his views, and Churchill stated 
he would support the President in any proposal he made to achieve American 
equality with other nations. 

When I arrived in Washington there was waiting for me in the White House 
Map Room the following cable: 

**For Justice Byrnes from Mr. Hopkins: 

“‘The President has received completely satisfactory replies from the Prime 
Minister and Marshal Stalin on additional votes to achieve parity for the United 
States, if necessary. In view of the fact that nothing on this whole subject 
appears in the communique, the President is extremely anxious no aspect of 
this question be discussed even privately.’’ (Ibid.) 


would agree to that. I said I thought so.” Later in the notes after the Roman numeral VIII there is the 
following notation, ‘Prisoners of War.’’ ST (obviously Stalin) suggests mention of prisoners of war should 
be deleted. It was explained that this should be among the conferees and that they could take a decision 
and it would not be necessary to publish it. Molotov és reported as having said that it would come up in 
mecting of the Foreign Ministers. There was nothing else on the notes that would link up a reference made 
in the intermission note above and this last note other than the identity of Roman numerals 

On February &th Hiss made a notation that after meeting of Foreign Secretaries, Jebb, Gromyko and Hiss 
met as a committee to discuss U. N. conference procedures. A. H. (Alger Hiss) explains State Department 
views, but said Pres. had not approved. After lunch before plenary session E. R. S. cleared all with Pres. 
and A. H. told Gromyko and sent word to Jebb. 

There was one document dated February 10, 1945, on the stationery of the Secretary of State. Subject: 
Recommendation that the three powers encourage Kuomintang Communists unity in the war effort against 
Japan. As this is likely to be the final plenary session, I suggest that sometime during today’s meeting you 
find occasion to urge the Marshal and the Prime Minister to see that full encouragement is given by the 
governments to Kuomintang Communists unity in the war effort against Japan. The importance of en 
couraging united Chinese efforts at the moment must be apparent to all three governments. 

aan 7 iss had pencilled a note in the corner of the page: “Bohlen says the Pres. has already taken this up 
with Stalin.” 

It was in connection with this memorandum that Mr. Sourwine had hoped to see Mr. Bohlen. 
He wanted to find out whether Hiss had dictated the memo on the letterhead of the Secretary of State. We 
also wanted to find out from Bohlen what were the circumstances described in Hiss’ handwritten note. 
This could possibly be a corollary factor in the IPR hearings. Mr. Bohlen subsequently told Mr. Sour- 
wine he did not remember seeing this memorandum, but did remember telling either Secretary Stettinius 
or Mr. Hiss that the President had taken this matter up with Stalin. There is another activity of Hiss’ 
indicated in the remainder of the notes. Six pages of notes taken by Mr. Morris are in the subcommittee file. 

Appended with this memorandum are copies of all the correspondence between the Chairman and the 
State Department on this matter. (IPR, pt. 14, p. 5484.) 

§ Incorporated in record by reference, March 10, 1954, transcript, p, 6. 
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& President Roosevelt died on the eve of the San Francisco Confer- 
ence. But Alger Hiss attended as Secretary General. 


Miss FLUEGEL. As Secretary-General he was, of course, an international 
officer running the Conference and trying to compromise frictions between the 
delegates. In addition to that, he operated up at the Fairmount Hotel with the 
Big Five, who held almost a separate conference, of course, all during the San 
Francisco meeting, and also with the American delegation. (IPR hearings, 
p. 2843.) 

© e + . . > a 

Miss FLUEGEL. * * * he had complete control of the international secretariat. 

(Ibid. 


it was at San Francisco that the Soviets’ plural vote victory was 
imbedded into the U. N. structure. The United States, on the other 
hand, made no attempt to gain three votes for itself. 

Alger Hiss is presently serving a term in the Federal penitentiary 
for pe rjuring himself to'a Federal grand jury w hile being questioned 
about his Communist conspiratorial activities. 

Harry Dexter White was the Treasury’s representative at the 
United Nations San Francisco Conference where he gave particular 
attention to the establishment of UNESCO. (GOVT, p. 1208.) 

White was identified by both Elizabeth Bentley and Whittaker 
Chambers as one of those who gave them stolen Government docu- 
ments for transmittal to the Kremlin. (IPR, pt. 2, pp. 421, 492.) 

White’s lieutenant at U. N.’s San Francisco foadee was William 
L. Ullmann who also was identified by Miss Bentley as a member of 
the Communist underground in Government. (GOVT, pt. 16, p. 
1208.) Ullmann said it might incriminate him to answer questions 
regarding Miss Bentley’s accusations. (GOVT, pt. 16, p. 1203.) 

‘William L. Franklin, special assistant to the Director, Office of Security, Department of State, has 
testified regarding the role Hiss played in recruiting the original employees of the Secretariat. 

“Mr. FRANKLIN. * * * On March 25, 1946, Mr. Hiss transmitted a list [to the U, N.] containing 78 names 
On April 4, he transmitted a larger list including most, if not all, of the 78 names, for a total of 284 on April 
* fr vddition to that, I pointed out that in the Department we had compiled a list of 193 names from the 

1? of the Office of Special Political Affairs of individuals working for the Federal Government, 
who were loaned to the United Nations. 

“Since my last appearance here, I find that there is in the files of the Department, a letter dated April 18, 


1946, showitr ig that on that date there were on loan to the United Nations 58 individuals from the Federal 
rnment, and the letter says that these individuals were cleared through the Office of Special Political 





“Of these 58 individuals, 17 had not been placed on the list of 193 which we compiled. Therefore, the loan 
list would amount to 210 individuals and the list of April 4, 1946, amounting to 284 individuals would make 
4 total of 494.’ (Hearings before Committee on Judiciary, House of Representatives, on investigation 
of Department of Justice, Serial No. 2, pt. 1, 83d Cong., pp. 783, 784. Incorporated in record by reference 
March 10, 1954, transcript, p. 6.) 


“\tr. KEATING. Of the 284, your records do not show how many of those actually were employed, do they? 

“\ir. FRANKLIN. To the best of our knowledge from the information that is available to us, 6 had been 
employed at the time I testified here in March of 1953, of the 284. 

“Mr. KEATING. And the 210 were actually on the United Nations payroll? 

“Mr. FRANKLIN. No, sir; they initially were loaned for temporary periods in connection with the recom- 
mendation made by the preparatory commission, so that while the Secretary General was establishing his 
manent staff, he would have these people to rely on. 

Out of these 210, if I remember correctly, 43 later were employed either by the United Nations itself, or 
y one of the specialized agencies. 

“Mr. KEATING. So that of the 210, 43 were eventually employed by the United Nations and the balance 
of the 210 were on temporary loan from various Government positions? 

“Mr. FRANKLIN. That ts correct, sir. 

“Mr. KEATING. So that if you add the 6 to the 43, out of the total of 494 names there were 49 who were 
= pl go by the United Nations and there were 216 who were either employed or on temporary loan to the 

nited Nations? 

“Mr. FRANKLIN. Those figures would be correct, according to the information that is available to us. 

Mr HILLINGS. And in each instance where a man was loaned, he was recommended by Mr. Hiss; ts 
that right? 

“Mr. FRANKLIN. Well, I have not found anything in the records of the Department of State, Mr. Con- 
gressman, to say ‘I recommend this man.’ 

“Mr. HILLinGs. He did pass their names along, did he not? 

“Mr. FRANKLIN. The record shows that the names were transmitted through the Office of Special Po- 
litical Affairs.” (Ibid., p. 784.) 
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Lawrence Duggan, who fell, jumped, or was pushed out of a New 
York skyscraper window during the Hiss investigation in 1948, was 
the United States representative to UNESCO's second sessions 
Duggan was described in testimony before us as a participant in the 
Communist conspiracy. (IPR, pt. 2, p. 491 and pt. 13, p. 4800.) 

Communist conspirators took a leading part im the establishment 
of two other organizations which act as specialized agencies of U. N 
These agencies are the International Monetary Fund and the Bank for 
Reconstruction and Development. White was Chairman of the Com- 
mission which established the fund. Ullmann and Silvermaster were 
also at the founding conference at Bretton Woods, N. H. Frank Coe 
was technical secretary general of the Bretton Woods Conference 
Coe, identified by Miss Bentley as one of her sources of information 
said it might be incriminating even to answer truly whether he is a 
Soviet agent now. (UN, pt. 1, p. 24. 

Harold Glasser represented the United States Tr usury al the found- 
ing of the United Nations Rehabilitation and Relief Administration 
(GOVT, pt. 2, p. 63 He was one of those “with a predominant 
voice” in determining which countries should receive aid from 
UNRRA and which should not Ibid., p. 66 He was also one 


of those who said it would incriminate him to answer truthfully a 


question as to whether he is a Communist now [bid., pp. 70-71.) 

David Weintraub was a key figure in UNRRA as a member of the 
staff of its Director General, Herbert H. Lehman IPR, pt. 13, 
p. 4640 


2. The ubiquitous Weintraub 
The subcommittee was particularly interested in the fact that 
David Weintraub moved on from the posts in the United States 
Government to the directorship of Economic Stability and Develop- 
ment in the U. N.’s Department of Economic Affairs. As already 
indicated, Weintraub is a familiar figure to us. Here is what we 
said about him in our Report on Interlocking Subversion in Govern- 
ment Departments: 


David Weintraub occupied a unique position in setting up the structure of 
Communist penetration of governmental agencies by individuals who have been 
identified by witnesses as underground agents of the Communist Party, and 
who, when asked about the truth of this testimony, either invoked the fifth 
amendment on grounds of possible self-incrimination or admitted such mem- 
bership. 

He was the director of the National Research Project of the Works Progress 
Administration which was an object of special attention during our hearings. 
The project appears to have been a kind of trap door, through which agents of 
the Communist underground gained entrance to the Government. 

Irving Kaplan was in fact the immediate subordinate of Weintraub as associate 
director of the project. Whittaker Chambers testified that he was told by a 
leader of the Communist underground apparatus, to seek employment with the 
National Research Project, the two heads of which were Communist Party 
members. He applied and got the job. Weintraub, when subpenaed, denied 
Communist membership. 


* * * . * * . 

The man who gave Irving Kaplan his job as associate director of the national 
research project of WPA in 1935 was David Weintraub (IPR, p. 4647). The 
man who he!ped Irving Kaplan get his job with the Division of Economic Stability 
of the United Nations 12 years later was the same David Weintraub, who by that 
time was Director of that U. N. division (IPR, p. 4630). (GOVT, pp. 10-13.) 


43351—54_8 
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Schimmel and Van Tassel of the National Research Project also 
served under Weintraub in the U. N.’s Division of Economie Stability 
and Development (pp. 4—6, 1953 U. N. report). Gordon, who served 
under Weintraub in UNRRA, served under him again at U. N. Here 
is Gordon’s testimony: 


Mr. Morris. Did David Weintraub assist you in getting your present position? 
Mr. Gordon. Sir, I must respectfully decline to answer that question, relying 
on my rights under the fifth amendment. (UN, pt. 1, p. 22.) 


Weintraub was also the man who recommended that Owen Latti- 
more be sent to Afghanistan on a mission of “technical assistance”’ 
for the Division of Economic Development. Weintraub was ques- 
tioned about this during the IPR investigation. His testimony 
throws a revealing light on the “standards” used by him in recruiting 


employees for the U. N. 


Mr. SOURWINE. On what basis did you make that suggestion, Mr. Weintraub? 

Mr. WEINTRAUB. On the bases of general knowledge of Mr. Lattimore’s 
work as a politica! scientist. * * * 

Mr. SOuURWINE. Had you met him? 

Mr. WEINTRAUB. I had never met Mr. Lattimore before. * * * 

Mr. SOURWINE. You just chose his name yourself? 

Mr. WEINTRAUB. I think so. 

Mr. SouRWINE. Did you know him as an expert in Afghanistan matters? 

Mr. WEINTRAUB. No; I knew of him only as an expert in general far-eastern 
affairs. 

Mr. SOURWINE. Did you know whether he had written anything about Afghani- 
stan? 

Mr. WEINTRAUB. No; I did not. 

Mr. SourRWINeE. Did you know whether he had been in Afghanistan? 

Mr. WEINTRAUB. No; I did not. 

Mr. SouRWINE. Do you consider Afghanistan a far-eastern nation? 

Mr. WEINTRAUB. Technically Afghanistan is classified as a middle-eastern 
country. 

Mr. SouRWINE. Did you consider Afghanistan to be a nation within the sphere 
of Mr. Lattimore’s specialty or his expertness? 

Mr. WEINTRAUB. I thought so; yes. 

Senator FERGUSON. Why? 

Mr. WeINTRAUB. Because I knew that Mr. Lattimore had spent considerable 
time in countries adjoining Afghanistan and I believed that the general condition, 
mode of living, were sufficiently similar to feel that Mr. Lattimore could handle 
that job. 

Mr. SourwINneE. What countries adjoining Afghanistan had Mr. Lattimore 
been in, to your knowledge? 

Mr. WEINTRAURB. Mongolia. 

Mr. SouRWInkE. Where does Mongolia join Afghanistan? 

Mr. WeINTRAUB. I am afraid I will have to ask for a map to help me on that. 
I just don’t have that clearly enough in my mind. 

Senator FERGUSON. You had been in neither one? 

Mr. WEINTRAUB. I had been in neither one. 

Mr. SouRWINE. Do you think Mongolia does adjoin Afghanistan? 

Mr. WEINTRAUB. I am sorry; I would like to have a look at a map at this point. 

Mr. SOURWINE. Was it your impression at the time you picked Mr. Lattimore 
that Mongolia did adjoin Afghanistan? 

Mr. WEINTRAUB. It was Mongolia, Tibet. 

Mr. SouRWINE. When was Mr. Lattimore in Tibet? 

Mr. WeIntTRAUB, Certain parts of India. I couldn’t tell you when Mr. Latti- 
more was in Tibet. 

Mr. SourwWINE. Do you know if he was ever in Tibet? 

Mr. WrtnTRAUB. I don’t know it for a fact. 

Mr. SourwIveé. When was he in India? 

Mr. WtintrRausB. I don’t know Mr. Lattimore well enough to know about 
his travels. 

Mr. SourRwWINE. Do you think the customs and mores of Mongolia are similar 
to those of Afghanistan? 








ACTIVITIES OF U. S. CITIZENS EMPLOYED BY U. N. 15S 


Mr. WEINTRAUB. I would rather not answer that kind of question because - 

Mr. SOURWINE. Don’t you have an opinion on that subject? If you don’t, 
you need only to say so. 

Mr. WEINTRAUB. I don’t have an opinion on the subject. 

Mr. SOURWINE. Do you have an opinion on the subject as to whether the 
customs, mores, of India are similar to those of Afghanistan? 

Mr. WEINTRAUB. It is the same kind of question that I would rather not 
answer. 

Mr. SOURWINE. Do you have an opinion on the subject? 

Mr. WEINTRAUB. Sir, I have a general view that the economic condition and 
developments of many countries in that part of the world are rather primitive 
and in their primitiveness have many similarities. 

Senator FERGUSON. Therefore you think that a political scientist, one that 
had to do with politics, would be the proper man to send in to determine what 
economic aid they ought to have and what should be done? 

Mr. WEINTRAUB. To my way of looking at it, a political scientist is aware of 
the relationships between economic, social, and political problems. And to 
my knowledge Mr. Lattimore is that kind of political scientist. 

Mr. SOURWINE. Are you saying now that you selected Mr. Lattimore because 
he was an able political economist rather than because he was an expert in the 
area to which you were sending him? 

Mr. WEINTRAUB. No; because he was an expert in the general area to which 
we were sending him. 

Mr. SOURWINE. In the general area of Afghanistan? 

Mr. WEINTRAUB. No; that general area which includes those other countries 
that I have mentioned. 

Mr. SOURWINE. In the general area which includes Mongolia, India, and 
Afghanistan and Tibet? 

Mr. WEINTRAUB. Yes. 

Mr. SOURWINE. That is a pretty good-sized general area. (IPR, pt. 13, 
pp. 4631-4632. 


3. Why they were there 


There is testimony throughout the subcommittee’s whole record to 
establish the fact that, wherever they are, Communists act on behalf 
of the Communist conspiracy. Dr. Bella Dodd, a former member 
of the national committee of the Communist Party, | S$ Ae testified 
as follows regarding the intensity of the individual party member: 


Dr. Dopp. The strength of an individual in the Communist Party is infinitely 
greater than the strength of any other single individual. You must not only count 
noses among Communists, but you must weigh the intensity with which they 
believe and also the intensity with which they are trained and educated to carry 
on a campaign. You yourself might believe in something intensively, but if 
you were a Communist, every 2 weeks you would be reporting to someone and 
getting instructions from someone. So, therefore, your line didn't waver. Your 
intensity would multiply manyfold. ED, report, July 17, 1953, p. 9.) 


The late Senator Robert M. La Follette, Jr., gave a revealing 
glimpse of how underground Communists operate when they reach a 
strategic point in an agency of government. He had this to say of 
his personal experiences: 


I know from firsthand experience that Communist sympathizers have infiltrated 
into committee staffs on Capitol Hill in Washington. Frequently they have been 
associated with desirable legislation and worthy objectives, but always ready 
to further their own cause at the expense of the legislation they were advocating. 
A few years ago, when I was chairman of the Senate Civil Liberties Committee, 
I was forced to take measures in an effort to stamp out influences within my own 
committee siaff. 

During the late Congress [79th], the staff of a subcommittee of the Senate 
Committee on Education and Labor was infiltrated by fellow travelers. The 
staff of the Pepper Subcommittee on Wartime Health and Education was diligent 
in its efforts to take matters into its own hands, and probably did great harm to 
the cause of improved health in this country by its reckless activities. I was 
appointed a member of this subcommittee, but I resigned from it later—partially 
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because of the pressure of other duties (the congressional reorganization bill was 
taking much of my time) and partially because I did not want to be associated 
with a program of a staff in whom I could not have complete confidence. 

Later the staff released a report and recommendations on health legislation 
under highly irregular procedure that prompted severe criticism on the floor of 
the Senate. The report was a favorable recommendation on a highly contro- 
versial national health program. It was released with the implication that it 
had the approval of the sub and full commitiees. GOVT report, p. 33. 

* * * * * * * 


One of the important ways in which fellow travelers on committee staffs have 
carried on their activities is through the illicit use of committee information. In 
general, committee staffs participate in executive sessions and have access to 
committee files, which frequently include private documents which the committee 
has obtained under subpena on recommendation of the staff. Unscrupulous 
employees can give out this information to friends, as a private spying system 
against their enemies, as an advance tipoff of committee thinking, or as a means 
of bringing pressure to bear where it might effect a desired course of action. 

On several occasions I have had the revealing experience of receiving prompt 
protests and advice from strange and remote sources the day after I had voiced 
anti-Communist sentiments or voted contrary to the prevailing Communist Party 
line in executive sessions that were wholly unreported in the press. Such 
reactions could not occur without an effective grapevine. 

Even more insidious is the practice of coloring the information that is dissem- 
inated so that local organizations, party-line newspapers, periodicals, and circular 
letters can incite and inspire any desired reaction by high-pressure propaganda 
techniques. This device is most effective under conditions where the legislation 
or parliamentary situation is highly complex. 

‘ * + a + * * 

With regard to minimum wage and FEPC legislation, it is my personal convic- 
tion that the Communists and fellow travelers who lobbied on these bills preferred 
to get no bills at all. I learned after the cempletion of the Senate hearings on 
the minimum wage bill that hearing schedules had been rigged to the end that 
testimeny from anti-Communist sources on the bill was not taken, or else 
received merely as a statement for the record rather than as testimony before 
the committee. Committee employees are well aware that testimony and infor- 
mation can be made to appear either important or unimportant depending on 
how it is released or scheduled. (GOVT report, p. 33. 


It is also pertinent, in considering the spectack of a nest of secret 
Communists in the U. N. Secretariat, to recall the testimony of Alex- 
ander Barmine regarding the Institute of Pacific Relations. Barmine 
is a former brigadier general of Russia’s Red army, who fled the 
U.S.S. R. to become a free American citizen. He told the subcom- 
mittee how IPR, which had been originally established to advance 
world scholarship and understanding, was infiltrated by Soviet Mih- 
tarv Intelligence. This knowledge came to him through conversations 


with his superiors in the Soviet intelligence organization. 


When it came to the second time, as I remember, that was the first time the 
Institute of Pacific Relations was mentioned. The question was that there 
were more important things and they would be more suitable with the plans in 
connection with the Institute of Pacific Relations, the building up of the branches 
of the Institute of Pacific Relations, and the military using it for a cover shop 
for military intelligence work in the Pacific area. 

I had not the faintest idea that the Institute of Pacific Relations had anything 
to do with this kind of affair. All I knew about it was what I read in the news- 
papers at this time in Moscow. My idea was that it was probably some kind of 
geographical, scientific organization, and I think that was probably correct at 
that time. (IPR, report, p. 25. 

* * * * * * * 


The idea was, as I was explained, that the Institute of Pacific Relations being 
an organization who can carry research work, who can open branches around the 
Pacific in the countries where we were not yet recognized * * * the idea which 
I was given was that that is the idea, undercover work when you can have legal 
reasons and innocent reasons to travel to do specifically military research and 
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reconnoitering work and gathering of information materials, because military 
intelligence is comprised of the gathering of printed material, classified and 
unclassified, of every kind. You have reason to keep the foreign members of 
the military network on the job, you can send them from one area to another, 
you can have for them a legitimate reason to have their offices to gather informa- 
tion, to get in contact with people who know something about geography, topo- 
graphy, and many other things. 

So the explanation I was given was that the Intelligence Division considered 
this a very valuable outlet, a very valuable cover organization, they have an 
important plan for it, because it would be extremely convenient. Ibid., pp. 
25, 26. 

In the light of all this, the testimony of U. N.’s Van Tassel, Glaser, 
Graze, and Svenchansky becomes particularly significant 


a. ALFRED J. VAN TASSEL 


Van Tassel held the post of Chief, Economic Section, Special 
Projects Division, Operations Directorate, ‘Technical Assistance Ad- 
ministration, United Nations, at a gross salary of $12,840. Here is 


U. N.’s own description of the work of this activity, as set forth on 


page 17 of its booklet, Organization of the Secretariat: 


SECTION 7. TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE ADMINISTRATION 
GENERAL RESPONSIBILITY 


The Technical Assistance Administration is responsible for the operation and 
administration of the following programs authorized by the General As- 
sembly: * * 

The organization of composite missions; 

The furnishing of expert advisers; 

The award of fellowships and scholarships; 

The organizatien of seminars, training institutions, and demonstration 
centers. UN, pt. 1, pp. 11-12. 





Here is Van Tassel’s description of his work 


Mr. VAN TASSEL. I am engaged in the organization, the headquarters organi- 
zational work, in connection with training centers organized under the technical 
assistance program. * * * I am concerned with the last sentence in that 
section: ‘‘the organization of seminars, training institutions and demonsiration 
centers.”’ 

Senator FERGUSON. That covers the whole world? 

Mr. VAN TASSEL. That covers the whole world. UN, pt. I, p. 10. 


WEINTRAUB AS A REFERENCE 


Senator O’CoNor. I would like to ask you some questions now as to any par- 
ticipation on your part, prior to your becoming a member of the United Nations. 
Were you ever a member of the Communist Party? 

Mr. VAN TASSEL. Sir, on that question, I would like to decline to state. Ibid., 
p. 4.) 

* * + k « % * 

Senator FERGUSON. Did Weintraub have anything to do with your employ- 
ment? (Ibid., p. 7.) 

+ * + * « * *« 

Mr. VAN TASSEL. I had known Mr. David Weintraub for a good many years; 
had worked for him previously; and he was aware of my abilities and my com- 
petence, and was the one through whom I learned that there might be a possibility 
of employment at the United Nations. 


> ® * ~ * ~ & 


Senator FERGUSON. Did you give Weintraub’s name as a reference? 
Mr. VAN TASSEL. I gave Mr. Weintraub’s name as a reference. 


* * * * * * e 
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HIS COMMUNIST PARTY RECORD 


Mr. Morris. Mr. Van Tassel, at any time that you were employed at the 
United Nations, were you a member of the Communist Party? 

Mr. VAN TASSEL. I decline to state, on the basis of the protection aforded by 
the fifth amendment. ibid., p. 8 

Mr. Morris. Are you presently a member of the Communist Party? 

Mr. VAN TASSEL. I decline to state, sir, on the basis of the protection afforded 
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LOYALTY RECORD 


Mr. Morris. How long did you remain in the Office of the Coordinator of 
Information? 


Mrs. Bazer. I was suspended 


and then reinstated. The Coordinator of 
ation and I remained 


Information Office had become the Office of War Infor1 
in the Office of War Information until something like 194 

Mr. Morris. You say you were suspended, Mrs. Bazer. Were you suspended 
in connection with a loyalty hearing? 

Mrs. Bazer. I never knew why. There was no explanation. 

Senator O’CoNoR. Did you receive any notification of charges preferred 
against you? 


n 
" 
” 
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Mrs. Bazer. I did not. I requested a hearing and never received it, but I 
finally did receive a hearing before the Civil Service Commission. 

Senator O’CONoR. On what charge? 

Mrs. BAZER. There was no charge. 

Senator O’CONoR. There must have been a charge if there was a hearing 

Mrs. Bazer. I requested the hearing. 

Senator O’CoNor. And at the time of the hearing, was there any notification 
given you as to what accusation was made against you or what charge was pre 
ferred? Just as to the fact, that is 
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Mr. Morris. You had no d ission about ¢ difficulti h 
running it with anybody? 

Mrs. BAZER. Well, that was many years ago | 1't remember the 

Mr. Morris. Well, ye but it must have n at a critical time in your life 
Was if nol, when you were Dp yught i ‘ charg i co ) wil 0 I i i 
employment? 

Mrs. Bazer. Well, I don’t recall now. It is so long ago 

Mr. Morris. You niean you want the committee to believe tha uu cannot 
recall what you did when you heard that your loyalty was being quesiion by 


the United States Government? 

Mrs. BAzeER. Well, I went to my superiors and I tried to get a hearing from 
the COT. 

Mr. Morris. Did anyone advise you to do that? 

Mrs. Bazer. No, I think that isa normal thing. I knew I had committed, done, 
nothing wrong, I had been a loyal, devoted worker, and I wanted to find out what 
it was all about. 


§ Of North Carol 
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Mr. Morris. Were you a member of the Communist Party at that time? 
Mrs. BAzER. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. (Ibid., p. 83.) 


* 7 * +. SS ~ * 


Senator O’CoNor. Did you have any contact with any member of the Com- 
munist Party at or about the time that the hearing was planned? 

Mrs. BAZER. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Morris. Have you ever contributed to the publication Soviet Russia 
Today? 

Mrs. BAZER. I refuse to answer. 

Mr. Morris. Do you have any knowledge that Soviet Russia Today is a 
Communist publication? 

Mrs. BazerR. I refuse to answer that on the same ground. 


* + * * * * * 


Mr. Morris. While you were at Wellesley College, were you connected with 
any Communist activities of any kind? 
Mrs. BAZER. I was not. Ibid., p. 85.) 


The subcommittee considers that Julia Older Bazer reluctantly but 
effectively described herself in her own testimony. This testimony 
was available when the United Nations Tribunal made its award. 
Here are some passages from that award. 


The applicant held a permanent contract and her professional ability and 
devotion to duty have not been disputed. (UN, pt. 3, p. 558.) * * * 
* 12. Whereas the Tribunal has received a claim for compensation in lieu of 
reinstatement the Tribunal awards $27,500 in lieu of reinstatement and notes 
that in the computation of the amount regard has been paid to the following 
factors: 

a) Applicant is described in her 1952 report as ‘‘exemplary’’ and in 
successive earlier reports had been described as ‘‘thoroughly competent.’’ 
‘‘tireless,’’ “‘intelligent and conscientious,’’ being rated ‘‘Above average.”’ 

b) Applicant, who had completed her first five years’ service on 15 Sep- 
tember 1951, was notified on 5 July 1951 by the Secretary General that her 
contractual position had been reviewed and that no change in her siatus 
was proposed; 

c) Acverse comment was made by the State Department in April 1950 
but that the renewal of her contractual rights took place in July 1951; 

d) She was recruited originally at the urgent pressure of the U. N. Edit- 
ing Services and her abandonment of her specialized editorial and radio 
career as long ago as 1946 will make for considerable difficulty in reentry 
to such a field of employment at her present age; 

e) Her present age is 48; 

f) She notified the Secretary General on 4 December 1952 that she was 
not and never had been a Communist and had stated so on more than one 
occasion ; 

g) Her base salary is $9,140; 

h) As the result of the notification on 5 July 1951 that her status was 
to remain unchanged, she could expect continuity of contract at least until 
15 September 1956; 

and the Tribunal so orders. UN, pt. 3, p. 56 


In the subcommittee’s opinion, this story speaks for itself. Despite 
the testimony quoted, the U. N. Tribunal found that Mrs. Bazer’s 
“devotion to duty’ was “not disputed.” This finding reveals the 
Tribunal’s own conception of what “devotion to duty” consists of. 
Attention is also called to certain other facts. When she was asked 
by the subcommittee about her Communist activity in the United 
Nations and previously in the United States Government, Mrs. 
Bazer said it would incriminate her to give true answers. When she 
was asked if she had been connected with Communist activities while 
at Wellesley College, she replied: “T was not.” 

Before us, Mrs. Bazer was under oath to tell the truth or risk 
prosecution for perjury. Before the Tribunal and the U. N. Secre- 
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tary General, she was not under oath. Despite all this, the Tribunal 
cited the following as partial justification for its award of $27,500. 


She notified the Secretary-General on December 4, 1952, that she was not 


and never had been a Communist and had stated so on more than one occasion. 
(UN, pt. 3, p. 56.) 


After the award was made public, the subcommittee recalled Mrs. 
Bazer to the stand. Here are further excerpts from her testimony. 


ACTIVITIES IN MOSCOW 


Mr. Morris. Did you not in fact go to Moscow in 1934? 
Mrs. BAZer. I refuse to answer that question, sir. (Ibid., pp. 584, 585.) 


Mr. Morris. Mrs. Bazer, isn’t it a fact that you stayed in Moscow from 1934 
to 1937? 

Mrs. BAZER. I refuse to answer that question on the same grounds. 

Mr. Morris. Isn’t it true that you had Communist training during that period? 

Mrs. BAZER. I refuse to answer that question on the same grounds. 

Mr. Morris. Isn’t it a fact that while you were in Moscow you resided with 
Anna Louise Strong, roomed with Anna Louise Strong? 

Mrs. BAzer. I refuse to answer that question on the same grounds. 

Mr. Morris. Do you know Anna Louise Strong? 

Mrs. BAZzeEr. I refuse to answer the question. 

Mr. Morris. When did you last see Anna Louise Strong? 

Mrs. BAZER. I refuse to answer that question. 

Mr. Morris. Have you been a correspondent for the Universal Trade Press 
syndicate? 

Mrs. BAzER. May I consult? 

Senator JENNER. Yes. 

(The witness conferred with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Bazer. I refuse to answer that question. 

Mr. Morris. Have you not been a writer for the Moscow Weekly News? 

Mrs. BAzER. Same answer. (Ibid., pp. 585, 586. 

e . s ia > 6 s 


Mr. Morris. Have you been employed by the Moscow Weekly News? 

Mrs. BAzer. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Morris. When did you next go abroad, Mrs. Bazer? 

Mrs. BaZeErR. I went abroad in 1948. 

Mr. Morris. You went abroad. Where did you go at that time? 

Mrs. Bazer. I went to Paris on assignment, to work at the session of the 
General Assembly. 

s . oo s * 2 . 


Mr. Morris. Did you study at the Anglo-American Institute at the University 
of Moscow, in Moscow during the period 1934—37? 
Mrs. BAZER. I refuse to answer that question on the same grounds. (Ibid., 
p. 586.) 
2 ~ « * © ~ * 


Mrs. BazerR. I was an information specialist for the Farm Security Admin- 
istration of the Department of Agriculture. 
Mr. Morris. When did you obtain that employment? 
Mrs. BAZER. Late in 1938. 
« . * € © . ~ 


Mr. Morris. Did you let the United States Government authorities know 
about your studies and your work in Moscow? 

Senator JENNER. Let the record show the witness has conferred before replying 
to the question. 

(The witness conferred with her counsel.) 

Mrs. BAZER. All my applications contained a full review of my past employment. 

Mr. Morris. You say all your applications gave a full record of your past 
employment? 

Mrs. Bazer. That is right. 

Mr. Morris. At that time were you a member of the Communist Party, Mrs. 
Bazer? 


43351—54——-4 
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Mrs. Bazer. Sir, I regard that question as a violation of the spirit and letter 


of the first amendment. 


Mr. Morris. Did you take an oath at the time you were an employee of the 


United States Government that you were not a member of an organization that 
advocated the overthrow of the United States Government by force and violence? 


Mrs. BAzer. May I confer with my counsel? 

Senator JENNER. You may. 

The witness conferred with her counsel. 

Mrs. Bazer. I refuse to answer that question under the provisions of the fifth 


amendment. Ibid., p. 587. 


OTHER SOVIET AND COMMUNIST TIES 


Mr. Morris. Isn’t it a fact, Mrs. Older, that you became employed as the 


public-relations director of the Russian War Relief at 11 East 30th Street, New 
York City, in November 1943, and held that position through June of 1944? 


Mrs. Bazer. I refuse to answer that question on the same grounds. 
Mr. Morris. Were you not the managing editor of the publication called the 


American Review of the Soviet Union, which was a publication of the American- 
Russian Institute during 1944 and 1945? 


Mrs. BAzer. I refuse to answer that question on the same grounds. 

Mr. Morris. Did you marry a Dr. Nathan Helfgott? 

Mrs. Bazer. I did. 

Mr. Morris. In what year, Mrs. Bazer? 

Mrs. BAZER. In 1947. 

Mr. Morris. And that marriage was terminated by his death; was it not? 
Mrs. BAzer. That is correct. 

Mr. Morris. To your knowledge, was not Dr. Helfgott the doctor for the 


Soviet Embassy in Washington? 


Mrs. Bazer. I refuse to answer that question on the same grounds. 
Mr. Morris. And wasn’t he also the doctor for the Soviet Government 


purchasing commission personnel in Washington, D. C.? 


Mrs. Bazer. I must refuse to answer that question on the same grounds. 
Mr. Morris. To your knowledge, was not Dr. Helfgott a member at large of 


the Communist Party over a long period of time prior to his death on February 20, 
1948? 


Mrs. Bazer. I must refuse to answer that same question. 
Mr. Morris. Mrs. Bazer, did you make application and were you not under 


consideration for a position with the Soviet Embassy in Washington in the year 
1946? 


Mrs. Bazer. I refuse to answer that question on the same grounds. 

Mr. Morris. Did you apply for employment with the Soviet Embassy in 1946? 
Mrs. Bazer. I refuse to answer that question on the same grounds. 

Mr. Morris. Did you ever work for the Soviet Embassy in 1946? 

Mrs. Bazer. I refuse to answer that question on the same grounds.  (Ibid., 


- 621. 


Mr. Morris. Was not Irving Bazer, your husband, the manager of the San 


Cristobal Valley Ranch, in San Cristobal, N. Mex.? 


Mrs. BAZzeER. I refuse to answer that question on the same grounds. 

Mr. Morris. Did not Mr. Bazer and you visit this ranch in April 1951? 

Mrs. Bazer. I refuse to answer that question on the same grounds. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, may I recall at this point that the subcommittee 


has taken considerable testimony about the Communist activity that took place 
at the San Cristobal Valley Ranch during other sessions of this committee. 


Senator JENNER. The record might also show that the San Cristobal Ranch is 


adjacent to and not very far from the Los Alamos Atomic Energy Research Center. 


Mr. Morris. When were you last at the San Cristobal Valley Ranch, Mrs. 


Bazer? 


Mrs. BaAZerR. I refuse to answer that question on the same grounds. 


° 2 . o * a * 
Mr. Morris. Mrs. Bazer, did you notify the Secretary General on December 
4, 1952, that you were not and never had been a member of the Communist 
Party? 

Mrs. BAzer. I must refuse to answer that question on the same grounds. 
(Ibid., p. 622. 
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Documents put into the record (ibid., pp. 588-619) clearly establish 
that Mrs. Bazer took several oaths of loyalty during her service with 
the United States Government. They also establish that— 

(a) She resigned from the Office of War Information to take a 
position with Russian War Relief; 

(6) She was in Moscow from 1934 to 1937 as an employee of 
the Moscow News: 

(c) While at OWI, she was “in charge of the daily cable file to 
Moscow’”’; 

(qd) She was approved for “rapid promotion’ by her OWI] 
bureau chief, Edward W. Barrett. 


c. STANLEY GRAZE 


Stanley Graze appeared before the subcommittee on October 13, 
1952. The following coiloquy took place: 


Mr. GRAZE. I am a project officer of the United Nations’ Technical Assistance 
and Administration. 
Senator O’CoNor. For how long have you been connected with the United 
Nations? 
Mr. GRAZE. A little over 2 years. 
« 7 * * * * 


Senator O’Conor. Prior to your connection had you been employed by the 
United States Government? 

Mr. GRAZE. Yes; I was. 

Senater O’CONoR. What Department or agency? 

Mr. GRAZE. The Treasury Department, War Production Board, and the State 
Department. (UN, pt. 1, p. 50. 


7 * ° s * > * 


Mr. Morris. Are you presently engaged in espionage against the United 
States? 

Mr. GRAZE. Has such a charge been made against me? 

Senator O’CONoR. Just answer the question. 

Mr. GRAZE. I decline to answer on the grounds of the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Morris. Have you ever in the past engaged in espionage against the 
United States? 

Mr. GRAZE. I decline to answer on the same grounds. (Ibid., p. 52. 


ADVISOR TO FORMOSA 


Senator FERGUSON. How much work have you done for the Chinese National 
Government on Formosa? 
Mr. GRAZE. This is the only project in the United Nations with which I have 
been concerned, a technical assistance project. 
Senator FERGUSON. For Formosa? 
Mr. GraZeE. As far as China is concerned, yes. (Ibid., p. 55. 
* - + « . Ld * 


Mr. GRAZE. My job description was as I gave it before: that I am working on 
a training program for the railroads of the Far East, to assist in their development, 
to aid in the growth of the transportation system, and the economy. 

Senator FERGUSON. Have you had experience with railroading? 

Mr. GRAZE. No, sir. My job is administrative. (Ibid., p. 56.) 


Formosa is the Chinese island on which Chiang Kai-shek’s anti- 
Communist army is based. 

Mrs. Morris. Who helped you get your job in the State Department? 

Mr. GRAZE. I decline to answer that on the previously given grounds. 


Senator FERGUSON. And in the United Nations? 
Mr. GRAZE. I decline for the same reason. (Ibid., p. 56.) 








ACTIVITIES OF U. 8S. CITIZENS EMPLOYED BY U. N. 


d. EDA GLASER 


Eda Glaser appeared on two occasions before the subcommittee, 
on February 19, 1953, and December 22, 1953. Ultimately her case 
reached the U. N. Administrative Tribunal. Her testimony reads: 


Mr. Morris. How did you obtain your employment at the United Nations? 
& . * 7 * e © 


Mrs. GLASER. * * * I believe a liaison officer with the United Nations and the 
Purchasing Commission arranged for me to go up and see a person—I don’t 
remember the name—and she in turn arranged an interview for me with the 
United Nations personnel. 


* . » e e * * 


Mr. Morris. Were you a member of the Communist Party at that time? 
Mrs. GLASER. Sir, I refuse to answer on the same ground. 


IN RUSSIA WITH UNRRA 


Mr. Morris. Was your preceding employment at UNRRA, at the United 
Nations Relief and Rehabilitation Administration? 

Mrs. GLASER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Will you tell us about that employment? 

Mrs. GLASER. Well, I was employed from March 1946 until June 1947. I 
left—the mission was going to Byelorussia, and it was a small mission and the 
chief work was to supervise the distribution of UNRRA supplies to that particular 
area. * * * 

My position was first as secretary and interpreter for the Commission. 

Mr. Morris. Were you a member of the Communist Party at that time? 

Mrs. GLASER. Sir, I refuse to answer that question on the same ground. 
(UN, pt. 2, pp. 446-447. 


e. ALEXANDER SVENCHANSKY 
SOVIET EMPLOYMENT 


In testimony on October 14, 1952, and on October 29, 1953, Alex- 
ander Svenchansky, another U. N. employee, revealed an extensive 
background of employment with organizations under Soviet Govern- 
ment control. 


Mr. Morris. Now, you have held employment with an organization called the 
All Russian Textile Syndicate, have you not? 

Mr. SVENCHANSKY. I did, sir. 

Mr. Morris. That was in September 1928? 

Mr. SVENCHANSKY. Yes, I believe so. 

Mr. Morris. That continued until May 1931. 

Mr. SVENCHANSKY. Something to that effect; until 1931, anyway. 

Mr. Morris. While you were working for that All Russian Textile Syndicate, 
were you a member of the Communist Party? 

Mr. SVENCHANSKY. Sir, I refuse to answer, pleading the fifth amendment. 
UN, pt. 5, p. 670. 


* * . 7 * * . 


Mr. Morris. Now, you worked for the Amtorg Trading Corp., New York City, 
from March 1932 to April 1942; did you not? 

Mr. SVENCHANSKY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Morris. What was the nature of your employment there? 

Mr. SVENCHANSKY. I was an interpreter and translator, translating various 
documents that were received and accompanying Soviet engineers and Soviet 
commissions when they were here. 

Mr. Morris. Were you a Communist Party member at that time? 

Mr. SVENCHANSKY. I refuse to answer, sir, on the same ground. 

Mr. Morris. Now, you transferred your employment in April 1942 to the 
Soviet Purchasing Commission in Washington, D. C., did you not? 

Mr. SVENCHANSKY. That is right, sir. 





! 
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Mr. Morris. Then did you physically work in Washington? 

Mr. SVENCHANSKY. I physically worked in Washington. 

Mr. Morris. Now, during the period of time that you were with the Amtorg 
Trading Corp., were you attending secret meetings of the Communist Party? 

Mr. SVENCHANSKY. I plead the same privilege. 

Mr. Morris. I ask you the same question in connection with your activit 
with the Soviet Government Purchasing Commission in Washington, D. C. 

Mr. SVENCHANSKY. I plead the same privilege. 


ARMY CONTACTS WITH SOVIETS 


Mr. Morris. Now, you were inducted into the Army in 1942, were you not? 

Mr. SVENCHANSKY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Will you tell us briefly about your Army experiences? 

Mr. SVENCHANSKY. I got my basic training, I believe it was in Georgia, then 
I was transferred to Fairbanks, Alaska, then I was transferred to Tanacross, 
Alaska. (Ibid., pp. 670-671.) 


> . « * * . > 


Mr. SVENCHANSKY. * * * Then I was transferred to Whitehorse, to Great 
Falls,:and released, having received an honorable discharge. 

Mr. Morris. Were you an education and information officer in the Army? 

Mr. SVENCHANSKY. Yes, sir; I was. * * * 

Mr. Morris. In connection with your work in the Army, did you list the fact 
that you had been in the Amtorg Trading Corp.? 

Mr. SVENCHANSKY. Yes, sir; I did. 

Mr. Morris. The Army knew that at the time? 

Mr. SVENCHANSKY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Did the Army ask you whether or not you had been a member of 
the Communist Party? 

Mr. SVENCHANSKY. I don’t think that that question was asked, sir, but I am 
not sure. I believe there were questions about subversive organizations. Again, 
I think so, I don’t know.  (Ibid., p. 671.) 

* » * 2 e ‘ ° 


Mr. Morris. Were you a member of the Communist Party one day before you 
went into the United States Army? 

Mr. SVENCHANSKY. I plead the privilege. 

Mr. Morris. Now, after you were inducted into the service with the United 
States Army—now I think the date was September 3, 1942—were you on Sep- 
tember 4, 1942, a member of the Communist Party? 

Mr. SVENCHANSKY. I was not a member of the Communist Party while I was 
in the United States Army. 

Mr. Morris. That is what I am getting after. After you left the United States 
Army did you resume membership? 

Mr. SVENCHANSKY. I plead the privilege. * * * 

Mr. Morris. Now, in connection with your service in the United States Army, 
did you, acting under the recommendation of people in the Communist Party, 
resign from the Communist Party? 

Mr. SVENCHANSKY. On that, sir, I plead the privilege again. 

Senator JENNER. These assignments that you had, Fairbanks, Alaska, Great 
Falls, Mont., wasn’t that the channel for supplies and communications of this 
Government to the Russian Government? 

Mr. SVENCHANSKY. Yes, sir; to the front in the Soviet Union; that is right. 
(Ibid., p. 673.) 


. + * . * * * 


BROADCASTING TO THE SOVIET UNION 


Mr. Morris. * * * In your job of the United Nations, you were broad- 
casting? 

Mr. SVENCHANSKY. Yes sir. 

Mr. Morris. You were broadcasting to the Soviet Union? 

Mr. SVENCHANSKRY. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. Any other countries? 

Mr. SVENCHANSKY. All the other countries that would hear us and would 
understand Russian. It was a shortwave broadcasting thing and anybody who 
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could hear us heard us in Russian but we were directing our broadcast to the 
Soviet Union. 
Mr. Morris. Who was your superior in your work? 


Mr. SVENCHANSKY. My immediate superior was Mr. Alipov. * * * 
Mr. Morris. Was he a Soviet citizen? 
Mr. SVENCHANSKY. Yes. Ibid., p. 676.) 
om . - + o . 


Mr. Morris. Were you attending secret meetings of the Communist Party at 
that time? 
Mr. SVENCHANSKY. I plead the fifth amendment. 
Mr. Morris. At what place did you make these broadcasts? Was this the 
United Nations? 
o “ > ” * + . 


Mr. SVENCHANSKY. We were speaking in front of our microphone located in 
the United Nations Building. This microphone, I believe I am correct, is con- 
nected by a telephone wire to a Canadian station which was broadcasting. 

Mr. Morris. The broadcast was taken directly to the Soviet Union? 

Mr. SVENCHANSKY. Yes, sir; it was beamed toward the Soviet Union. (Ibid., 
p. 677. 

” » 2 * * 7 

Mr. Morris. Your Soviet superior had access to this radio? 

Mr. SVENCHANSKY. Sure. We were broadcasting together. 

Mr. Morris. He could broadcast anything he wanted; could he not? 

Mr. SVENCHANSKY. Yes, of course; I could broadcast anything I wanted and 
so could he. 

But here is what I would like to explain. Just like I talk right now in front of 
you, of course, we are speaking in a smaller room, but everything I say, these 
colleges, these journalists are reporting everything. In the same way as we 
broadcast over the air, the whole world was listening to us. People in Secret 
Service, FBI. Any time I or anybody else would say something which was out of 
line I assure you not in 24 hours, but half an hour later I would be called back 
and asked on what ground did you say this and this, as I was once. 

Mr. Morris. Look at the point the committee is faced with here. Here is a 
direct channel from 42d Street right to the Soviet Union. You have a man, 
Mr. Alipov. Do you Know he is a military-intelligence officer? 

Mr. SVENCHANSKY. I don’t know anything except that he was my chief of 
section. 

Mr. Morris. He could send any kind of coded broadcast over to the Soviet 
Union at any time and almost no one detected the difference. (Ibid., pp. 677-678.) 


y 


4. How much does U. N. want to know? 


During the second appearance of Frank Bancroft, Chairman Jenner 
made the following observation: 

Senator JENNER. We are dealing with a Communist conspiracy, whose avowed 
purpose is to overthrow and destroy this Government. You are here today as a 
witness, because you have recently been awarded large indemnities from the 
United Nations. What we are trying to find out is how the United Nations 
secures the employment of such men as you. Do they go into their background, 
do they find out what their past life has been, and so forth? (UN, pt. 4, p. 634.) 

The question raised by the chairman has not yet been fully answered, 
but on the basis of material already in the record, this much may be 
said: 

Kither the U. N. did not go into the background of those it em- 
ployed in important positions in its Secretariat, or it did go into 
their background and was indifferent to what it found there. Testi- 
mony of and about Frank Bancroft, Eugene Wallach, Jack Sargent 
Harris, Julia Older Bazer, and David Zablodowsky makes this 
abundantly clear. 
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a. FRANK C. BANCROFT 
COMMUNIST CONNECTIONS 


Mr. BANCROFT. * * * I worked for the United Seamen’s Service in New 
Orleans, I believe from 1943 until sometime in 1946. 

Senator WELKER. 1946. 

Mr. BANCROFT. With respect to another year after that I have declined to 
answer, sir. 

Senator WELKER. Now, from the year 1943 until the year 1946, were you a 
member of the Communist Party? 

Mr. BANCROFT. I decline to answer, sir, on the grounds that it might tend to 
incriminate me. 

Senator WELKER. Then at the time you participated in the Easter service in 
1945, of our church—I am an Episcopalian—were you a member of the Communist 
Party at that time? 

Mr. BANCROFT. Sir, I decline to answer on the grounds that it might incrimi- 
nate me * * * (UN, p. 631). 

* * * « * * 

Senator WELKER. You volunteered the testimony that you took part in a church 
service in 1945, and I think it was particularly direct that I should ask you, in 
1945, then, whether or not you were a member of the Communist Party. Cer- 
tainly no one on this committee is attempting to blanket every member of the 


clergy with being members of the Communist Party. (UN, pp. 631, 632.) 
” s * * 7 * * 


Mr. Morris. Mr. Bancroft, in connection with that—no one is bringing that 
issue up—did you not hold in 1944, and through the subsequent period described 
by Senator Welker, Communist Party card No. 93158? 

Mr. BANCROFT. Sir, I decline to answer on the ground that it might tend to 
incriminate me * * *, 

Mr. Morris. Well, you say that and many of the other witnesses say that, 
Mr. Bancroft, but this committee simply wants to know if you held Communist 
Party registration certificate No. 93158. 

Mr. BANCROFT. I decline to answer the question on the basis of my rights 
under the fifth amendment. (UN, p. 632.) 


Senator WELKER. All right, in answering in a truthful way, why don’t you 
say whether or not you held Communist Party certificate No. 93158? 
Mr. BANCROFT. I decline to answer on the grounds that it mightjincriminate 
me, Senator, or might tend to incriminate me. (UN, p. 632.) 
* o ” s * * * 


Mr. Morris. Mr. Bancroft, when you were in India in the period’1930 to 1933, 
doing work for Indian newspapers, were you a member of the Communist Party? 

Mr. BancrortT. I was not. 

Mr. Morris. You were not. Did you become a member of the Communist 
Party after you returned to the United States in 1934? 

Mr. BANcrortT. I decline to answer on the grounds that it might incriminate 
me. (UN, pt. 4, p. 632.) 

Mr. Morris. You were in charge of the Gulf district for the United Seamen’s 
Service, were you not? 

Mr. BANCROFT. I was, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Did you ever make an effort to recruit seamen into the Com- 
munist Party while you held that position? 

Mr. BANcrorFrtT. I decline to answer, sir, on the grounds given. (Ibid., p. 635.) 

Mr. Morris. Did you and Jack Kamaiko attend meetings held in the office 
of the United Seamen’s Service offices, at which meetings was present Mr. 
Emanuel Levin, the district organizer of the Communist Party? 

Mr. BANCROFT. I decline to answer, sir. 


Mr. Morris. Do you know Roy Hudson, who has been a member of the 
National Committee of the Communist Party? 

Mr. BANCROFT. I decline to answer on the grounds given. 

Mr. Morris. Do you know Al Rothbart, an organizer for the seamen’s 
branch of the waterfront section of the Communist Party? 

Mr. BANCROFT. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 


* . « ° s s 7 
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Mr. Morris. Now, Mr. Bancroft, were you a subordinate and subject to 
Communist direction at that time by Roy Hudson and Al Rothbart? Were you 
a subordinate in the Communist Party to those two gentlemen at the time you 
met them in Child’s restaurant? 

Mr. BaNcrorT. I decline to answer. 

Senator JENNER. Did you ever take any orders from those two men? 

Mr. BANCROFT. I decline to answer, sir, on the grounds given. 

Mr. Morris. Did you have a luncheon engagement with Robert F. Hall, the 
Communist Party organizer of district 17 and the southeastern representative of 
the Communist Party National Committee, at the Monteleona Hotel, in New 
Orleans, La., on October 18, 1943? 

Mr. BaNcrort. I decline to answer, sir. 


. > * * * * * 


Mr. Morris. Mr. Bancroft, have you ever resided at 1008 Webster Street, 
New Orleans, La.? 

Mr. BANCROFT. I have, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Were Communist Party meetings held at your home at that 
address? 

Mr. Bancrort. I decline to answer on the grounds given. 

Mr. Morris. Did David Carpenter, the secretary and district organizer of 
district 20 of the Communist Party of Texas, visit you at your residence on 
March 20, 1945? 

Mr. BANCROFT. I decline to answer, sir, on the grounds given. (UN, pt. 4, 
pp. 636, 637. 

REFUSAL TO STATE PAST EMPLOYMENT 


Bancroft told the subcommittee it might incriminate him even to 
tell the jobs he held from 1937 to 1941, “‘the latter half of 1946 and 


the early part of 1947.” 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Bancroft, were you employed from August 1937 to May 
1942, as editor of Social Work Today? 

Mr. BaNncrort. I decline to answer on the grounds given. * * * 

Mr. Morris. You gave your employment during that period to the United 
Nations, did you not? 

Mr. BANCROFT. Sir, in my application of employment to the United Nations 
I gave all the information as to, I believe the application form calls for, the last 
four employments. (Ibid., p. 638.) 

* * * * * * * 


Mr. Morris. Have you been editor of a publication called the Southern 
Patriot? 

Mr. BANCROFT. I decline to answer, sir, on the ground given. 

Mr. Morris. Have you been assistant administrator of the Southern Confer- 
ence for Human Welfare from October 1946 to some time in 1947? 

Mr. Bancrorr. I decline to answer, sir, on the ground given. 

Mr. Morris. Was the publication the Southern Patriot a publication of the 
Southern Conference for Human Welfare? 

Mr. BaNcROFT. I decline to answer, sir. (Ibid., p. 637.) 


Mr. Morris. And you were employed from that period right until 1952 with 
the United Nations? 

Mr. BANcRortT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Morris. And your salary at the time of the termination of your services 
with the United Nations was $9,140? 

Mr. BANCROFT. That was the gross salary, and the net was about $7,500, as 
I recall. 

Senator JENNER. And the taxes that you paid to your Government were re- 
imbursed back through the United Nations; is that not correct? 

Mr. Bancrort. Yes, sir. All the members of the Secretariat of the U. N., 
with the exception of Americans, were exempt from the payment of income taxes 
to their government. Only in the case of the United States did the members of 
the Secretariat have to pay income taxes, and in that instance the United Nations 
recompensed them for the exact amount of the taxes which they paid. (Ibid., 
pp. 630, 631.) 
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EDITED U. N. DOCUMENTS 


Bancroft told the subcommittee he was an editor in the United 


Nations Documents Control Division. Here is his own description 
of that job: 


Mr. BANCROFT. There are two main sides to editing: One, the documents of 
the various organs of the United Nations that are prepared by the departments 
are sent to us for us to try to abbreviate them and to economize in the expense of 
the documents of the U. N. 

The second main field is in the record of the various organs of the United 
Nations, like the Security Council, the Trusteeship Council. We edit the records 
for smoothness in style, for accuracy, for concordance between English and 
French, and so on. It is a technical job. (Ibid., pt. 1, p. 29.) 


Mr. Morris. Were you working for the United Nations when the Document 
Control Division was formed? 


Mr. BANCROFT. Yes, sir. (Ibid., p. 33.) 
* . + * * * * 


Mr. BANCROFT. I am a member of the United Nations Staff Association. 

Mr. Morris. Yes, but are you active? 

Mr. BANCROFT. Yes, sir. During the 5 years that I have been in the United 
Nations, I have always been an elected representative of the staff, and am such 
at the present time. 

Mr. Morris. Do you exercise any appellate jurisdiction there? 

Mr. BANCROFT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Will you describe what you do for the committee? 

Mr. BANcRorT. At the present time I am a member of the Appeals Board. 
I will not be a member of the Appeals Board for long. I am what would be 
called in the political field a lame duck member of the Appeals Board. In other 


words, another one has been elected but has not yet assumed office. (Ibid., 
p. 35. 


ON U. N. APPEALS BOARD 


The subcommittee was interested in his work with the Appeals 
Board, for very obvious reasons. 


Mr. Morris. Do you know a man named Eugene Wallach? 

Mr. BANCROFT. I decline to answer, sir, on the grounds that it might incrimi- 
nate me. 

Mr. Morris. You acted in appellate capacity in connection with his dismissal; 
did you not? 

Mr. BANCROFT. Sir, at this point, I feel that in line with the memorandum 
which the Secretary General issued, in which he said that before this committee, 
members of the staff were not permitted to discuss the official affairs of U. N., 
it seems to me that since the Appeals Board is a confidential organ to advise Mr. 
Lie, that I would have to consult with my superiors at the U. N. before I would 
know whether or not I was going to disobey the instructions of Mr. Lie by answer- 
ing this question, which seems to me to be not a matter of public record but a 
matter of the internal operations of the Secretary General of the United Nations. 
(Ibid., p. 36.) 


* * o e * * * 


Mr. Morris. Have you every tried to prevent dismissal of Eugene Wallach 
from employment? 


* . * * * *. * 


Mr. Bancrort. Sir, I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds that it 
might incriminate me. 

Senator O’Conor. In other words, are we to understand that you feel that 
to answer that question might tend to involve you in criminal wrongdoing, and 
might cause you to be a witness against yourself? 

Mr. BANCROFT. Yes, sir; that is my intention in so answering. (Ibid., p. 105.) 


* . * * * * a 
Senator JENNER. Are you a member of the Communist Party now? 


Mr. Bancrort. I decline to answer that, Senator, on the grounds given. 
(Ibid., p. 639.) 
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b. EUGENE WALLACH 


Eugene Wallach, who was the subject of intervention by Frank C. 
Bancroft through the latter’s position on the U. N. Appeals Board, 
appeared before the subcommittee on October 13, 1952. 


Senator FERGUSON. Did you ever work for the Federal Government? 

Mr. WALLACH. Yes, sir. 

Senator FERGUSON. What capacity? 

Mr. WaALLAcH. Clerk. 

Senator FERGUSON. Where and in what division? 

Mr. WALLACH. Department of Commerce. 

Senator FERGUSON. When? 

Mr. WALLACH. In 1939. 

Senator FERGUSON. How long did you work there? 

Mr. WALLACH. I am not sure of the exact length of time. I think it was about 
a year. I couldn’t say for sure. 

Senator FERGUSON. Were you ashed a question when you obtained that job 
as to whether or not you were a Communist? 

Mr. WALLACH. Sir, I decline to answer the question under the fifth amend- 
ment. (Ibid., p. 46.) 

Ld 7 ” . . ” + 


Mr. WALLACH. I was with the Judge Advocate’s office, sir. 

Senator FERGUSON. How long were you with them? 

Mr. WaALLACH. Well, it has not been continuousin one section. It was roughly 
from about the spring of 1941 through—in the spring of 1941 I was in one judge 
advocate’s office at an Army post, and then I was sent overseas and I was in 
another judge advocate’s office. 

Mr. Morris. Were you a Communist during those two periods? 

Mr. WALLACH. Sir, under the fifth amendment to the Constitution I must 
decline. (Ibid., p. 47.) 


AN OPEN COMMUNIST PARTY MEMBER 


Mr. Morris. Well, Mr. Wallach, when you were hired in 1946, by the United 
Nations, were you then a known, open official of the Communist Party? 

Mr. WaLLAcn. Sir, under the protection of the fifth amendment of the Con- 
stitution, I would decline to answer that question. 

Mr. Morris. May I just point out, Mr. Chairman, that according to the evi- 
dence we have and which will be presented later on, it is not a question of this 
man being a secret member of the Communist Party; this man was an open 
official of the Communist Party. Were you the assistant director, Veterans 
Commission, New York State Communist Party? 

Mr. WaLLAcn. Sir, under the fifth amendment of the Constitution, I decline 
to answer that question. (Ibid., p. 44.) 


c. JACK SARGENT HARRIS 


Harris gave this description of his U. N. duties: 

Mr. Harris. I am an officer, sir, in the research section of the Division of 
Trusteeship of the Department of Trusteeship and Information for Non-Self- 
Governing Territories. (UN, pt. 1, p. 62.) 

. * + © . . + 


Mr. Harris. I am the second man in the section. (Ibid., p. 63.) 
e e s + * > 7 


Mr. Harris. As assistant to the chief of my section, sir, I am responsible for 
either the writing, the preparation, or directing the preparation, of papers concern- 
ing conditions in the trust territories under the international trusteeship system. 
In addition, I am responsible also, and with the chief of my section, for the com- 
pilation and classification of materials of interest to the trusteeship system and 
to the trust territories. 


° . * * * = © 
Mr. Harris. * * * The territories within my responsibility, indeed, sir, are 


any of the trust territories under the international trusteeship system. I have 
been called upen in the past——— 
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Mr. Morris. What are some of those trust territories? 

Mr. Harris. There are 11 of those trust territories, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Will you tell us what they are? 

Mr. Harris. Yes. In the Pacific they are New Guinea, Western Samoa, 
Nauru, and the American Pacific islands under the trusteeship system. 

Mr. Morris. That is four. 

Mr. HARRIS. Four in the Pacific, sir. In Africa there are seven. There is 
Somaliland under Italian administration. There is Tanganyika, under British 
administration, Ruandaurundi, under Belgian administration. Then there is 
Cameroun, under French administration; Cameroun under British administra- 
tion. Togoland under French administration and Togoland under British admin- 
istration. That is the list. 

Mr. Morris. And do you specialize in any of those particular ones? 

Mr. Harris. In the sense that I devote mure time to one group than the other, 


I think it would be correct to say that I devote more time to the African trust 
territories. (Ibid., pp. 64-65. 


Opportunities for underground work on behalf of the Communist 
world conspiracy which would be at hand in a position such as that 
filled by Jack Sargent Harris are obvious. Consequently, we are 
profoundly interested in the facts of Harris’ own record and the 
circumstances by which he came to occupy this position in the United 
Nations Secretariat. 

There are other reasons for our particular interest in the Harris 
case. Harris, it will be recalled, is the man who received the sub- 
stantial award of $40,000 in lieu of reinstatement. The Tribunal 
justified its award on these grounds. 


(a) Applicant’s ‘‘outstanding professional competence”’ as consistently referred 
to in his annual reports; 

(b) The very limited and specialized nature of his profession as anthropologist 
and African specialist whereby the opportunities of further employment are rare; 

c) The fact that he joined United Nations at the special request of Mr. Ralph 
Bunche, Director of the Trusteeship Division, thereby terminating his previous 
career; 

(d) His age is now 41 years; 

(e) The fact that his review at the end of 5 years’ service was due on May 2, 
1952, and, had the work of review been up to date, might have expected a clear 
indication that his position was safeguarded until May 2, 1957; 

(f) The adverse comment was made by the State Department in May 1950 
but was not such as to cause any action by the United Nations; 

g) His base salary was $11,690 per annum. UN, pt. 3, p. 546.) 

In his 1952 testimony, Harris stated that he worked for the Office 
of Strategic Services during the war and was in charge of OSS Intelli- 
gence in South Africa. 

Mr. Morris. During that period were you a member of the Communist Party? 

Mr. Harris. Sir, I have already stated I will not reply to these questions 


concerning political beliefs on the grounds of my rights under the United States 
Constitution. (Ibid., p. 148.) 


THE SUBCOMMITTEE ACCEPTS A CHALLENGE 


As a result of discussion concerning Harris’ loyalty when he worked 
with OSS, the witness’ attorney, Leonard Boudin, said: 


Mr. BoupIN. Why don’t you inquire of the United States Government which 
employed this man, to find out whether he didn’t give loyal service? That would 
be the way to conduct an investigation. (Ibid., p. 67. 


The subcommittee adopted Boudin’s suggestion with the following 
results: 
Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, since this witness appeared in the executive 


session, the staff of the committee has had an opportunity to look into the em- 
ployment records of the State Department, the security records of the State 
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Department, and we have made quite a few notations here, * * * and on~the 
basis of those notations * * * I would like to direct a series of questions to Mr. 
Harris. (UN, pt. 5, pp. 653-654.) 


REFUSES _TO ANSWER 


Mr. Morris. Will you answer this question. Have you been a member of 
branch 1, third part of the Second Assembly District, New York City Communist 
Party? * * * 

Mr. Harris. In answer to all similar questions I have declined to answer on 
the grounds stated, and I continue with the same answer. (Ibid., p. 669.) 


& * * s 2 * . 


Mr. Morris. Were you an organizer for the Communist Party during this 
period? 
Mr. Harris. The same period, the same reply, Mr. Morris. (Ibid., p. 652.) 
o o . s * * - 


Mr. Morris. * * * and the reason I am asking you this is that there was 
quite some confusion about particular names that you have used, Mr. Harris, 
and these questions I am about to address to you are for the purpose of clearing 
up that difficulty. You were the son of Mr. and Mrs. Max Herscovitz, were 
you not? 

Mr. Harris. That is correct. 

Mr. Morris. And you legally changed your name in 1938, did you not? 

Mr. Harris. In 1938. 

Mr. Morris. To Jack Sargent Harris? 

Mr. Harris. Correct. 

Mr. Morris. Now, the research staff of the committee has come across the 
information that you used the alias ‘‘Russell Sumner’’ during the years 1931 to 
1935. Did you use the alias ‘‘Russell Sumner’’ during the years 1931 to 1935? 

Mr. Harris. I must decline to answer that question on all the grounds stated. 

The CHAIRMAN. Sustained on the ground of the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Morris. Were you in fact a merchant seaman from the years 1931 to 
1935? 

Mr. Harris. I give the same answer. I decline to answer on all the grounds 
stated. 

The CHAIRMAN. Sustained on the grounds of the fifth amendment. (Ibid., 
p. 651. 

® 6 * + . . . 


Mr. Harris. I think I first attended Northwestern University—I am not 
sure—1930. I attended for a short time, then I returned in 1932 and stayed 
through until 1936. I am not certain of the dates; 1933 to 1936, I am certain 
of, and reasonably certain I was at Northwestern University. I attended it 
earlier also. 

Mr. Morris. When did you get your degree from Northwestern University? 

Mr. Harris. As I recall, I got my degree in 1936. 

Mr. Morris. Now, while you were at Northwestern University did you know 
a gentleman named Arthur Behrstock, who has been a leader of the American 
Student Union at Northwestern University, according to the committee’s sources? 

Mr. Harris. I must decline to answer that question. 


Mr. Morris. Were you at that time a member of the Communist Party? 
Mr. Harris. Again I give the same answer. 


Mr. Morris. When did you become a student at Columbia University? 

Mr. Harris. In the fall of 1936, as I recall. 

Mr. Morris. How long did you stay at Columbia University? 

Mr. Harris. I was there, I think, until the summer or fall of 1938. Then I 
returned in early 1940 and I received my degree in the summer of 1940. 

Mr. Morris. During that period of time did you know Dr. Franz Boaz? * * * 

Mr. Harris. Yes, I know Dr. Boaz. * * * 

Mr. Morris. Did you know a secretary of Dr. Franz Boaz named Mr. Moses 
I. Finkelstein? 

Mr. Harris. As I did in the executive session, Ido again. I have to refuse to 
answer that question on all the grounds stated, Mr. Morris. 








ii a. 
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Mr. Morris. Mr. Harris were you at that period a member of (he Communist 
Party, that is, the period 1936 to 1940? 
Mr. Harris. I must refuse to answer that question on the same grounds 


* * * « * 


Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, Mr. Moses I. Finkelstein, the last gentleman 
mentioned has been a witness before the committee, and with respect to his 
Communist Party membership at the particular time I inquired, he refused to 
answer on the ground the answer might incriminate him. * * * Ibid., pp. 
652-653. 

STATE DEPARTMENT EMPLOYMENT 


Mr. Morris. * * * Were you a special assistant to the American consul 
general at Lagos, Nigeria, in the years 1942 and 1943? 

Mr. Harris. I was, Mr. Morris. Whether it was 1942 and 1943, I wouldn't 
recall, but sometime during that period. 

Mr. Morris. Were you a Communist at that time? 

Mr. HARRIS. Questions of this sort I have always declined to answer, and I 
decline now on all grounds mentioned. 

The CHAIRMAN. Sustained on the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Morris. Were you from the years 1943 to 1945 a special assistant to the 
American consul general at Pretoria and Capetown in the Union of South Africa? 

Mr. Harris. I have replied affirmatively on other occasions to this committee, 
and I do so now. 

Mr. Morris. Were you a Communist at that time? 

Mr. Harris. To that question I have always refused to reply. 

Mr. Morris. After leaving the OSS, at that time did you become assistant 
professor of social sciences at the University of Chicago in 1946? 

Mr. Harris. That is true Ibid., p. 658. 

Mr. Morris. Did you, on July 18, 1945, apply for a position in the Division of 
Dependent Area Affairs, in the Office of Political Affairs {of the State Depart- 
ment|? 

Mr. Harris. My answer is the same, Mr. Morris. I decline to answer on all 
the grounds stated. 


& * * * * 


APPROVED BY SOME STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIALS 


Mr. Morris. Now, later, on December 11, 1945, did you state to the State 
Department official that you had applied for this position at the suggestion of Mr. 
Ralph Bunche? 

Mr. Harris. My answer remains the same, Mr. Morris. I decline to reply. 

Mr. Morris. And did you state to the State Depariment official that Ralph 
Bunche and Mr. John Ross, of the Special Political Affairs Committee, had told 
you that you were the best man for the job? 

Mr. Harris consulted his attorney. 

Mr. Harris. I must decline to answer that on all the grounds stated, Mr. 
Morris. 

Mr. Morris. Do you know that the initial request for approval of your appoint- 
ment was made by Mr. Jack Ross, who was Acting Deputy Director of Special 
Political Affairs? Ibid., p. 654. 

Mr. Harris. I don’t know the answer to that question. I have no recollection. 


* * * * * * * 


Mr. Morris. You were applying for a position with the Office of Special 
Political Affairs. Now, the Director, as I recall, was Mr. Alger Hiss. 

Mr. Harris. I don’t even know that. 

Mr. Morris. You never even met Mr. Alger Hiss? 

Mr. Harris. Not to my recoliection. I think I would remember it, too. 

Mr. BoupIN. It doesn’t seem to me that is relevant. 

Mr. Morris. It is very relevant to point out that this Office of Special Political 
Affairs is the Office that was headed with Alger Hiss. 

Mr. Boupin. What has that to do with my client? 

Mr. Morris. Because he was applying for a job in that Office. 


* 7 * * * - ~ 
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SECURITY RECORD 


Mr. Morris. Do you know, Mr. Harris, that after your clearance with per- 
sonnel for this P 6 appointment that the Security Office in the State Department 
disapproved of your appointment? 

Mr. Harris. I also decline to answer that question on the same grounds. 

Mr. Morris. Do you know there was a memorandum prepared by the security 
official pointing out that there was strong evidence that you had been a Communist 
at least up to 1938? 














ir. Harris. i must decline to answer that question also, Mr. Morris. 

MM Morris. Do you know that Mr. John Ross was notified on November 1, 
194 rut t deci n of the ‘urity people in the State Departme vho again 
urged your appointment on the ground that Dr. Ralph Bunche knew you well and 
had ! that ef t fro London? 

Mr. Harris. The same yi I « ine to answer on the same grounds 

» 2 * . - 

Mir. MorRI Do you now know your case was reconsidered agair, and again 
disapoar ‘ ind disapproval memorandum was submitted on the fact that both 
the Office of St egic Services and State Department officers were of the opinion 
that you should not be emry ed for security reasons? 

\Ir. HARRI rhe same replh 

\ Morris. Did vou appeal the deci 

M } rh at Vi Tor 

‘ ; 2 Did vor ‘ un time nform : ft the office ils of th | nite d 
N adv lee moon par { 1 Stat 1) ur nt it 
oft P 

\ Ss ¢ lted with h torne 

NI ! I a viv, J Morri ‘ 

Mr We you told on D mb 1945, that you would not be 
eligibls r any other position in the State Department? 

Mr. I RRIS. The same reply, Mr. Morri 

Nir. Viorris. On December 11 1945. did vou a n write defending vout 
record { complaining that vou had net been told of t! harges against you, 
and stat ain that you had been invited to apply by Dr. Ralph Bunche in the 
il 

HEAl Phe ime repi 

\ Of ! 1 a ha { demand ( Mr R 1] 4 int 

= eT ‘ u i} L.dminist o s : 
' PIs ] r enl 

\ \IORR ‘ Decembe ;. 1945. did vou have a conference with adminis- 
tr: officers in connection with your appeal of this State Department Security 
Division ruling? 

Mr. Harris. The same reply, Mr. Morri (Ibid., pp. 655, 656.) 

* * 

Mr. Morris. Now, the application was made on July 18, 1945, according 
to our records We asked you if you made such application, and you invoked the 
privilege under the fifth amendment. Now, did that application show and list 
the following references: Prof. Ruth Benedict? 

M HARRIS I decline to answer on all the grounds stated. 

Mr. Mores. Did you li Dr. Willard Park as a reference? 

r. HarRIS. My answ i il! the same, Mr. Morris 


Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, I might point out Dr. Willard Park has been 
identified by one or more witnesses before this committee as one of the persons 
who had been involved in underground Communisi activity. Ibid., pp. 654-656. 

* * . s ~ 


Mr. Morris. Did you give to the Administrative Tribunal all the circum- 
stances of your joining the United Nations at the special request of Mr. Ralph 
Bunche, Director of the Trusteeship Division of the United Nations? 

Mr. Harris consulted with his attorney. 

Mr. Morris. The purpose of that question, Mr. Chairman, is to determine 
whether he gave details and information to the Administrative Tribunal which he 
refuses to give this committee on the ground of his privilege under the fifth 
amendment 

Mr. Harris. Mr. Morris, I don’t recall all the information that was before the 
Administrative Tribunal which led to the decision set forth in this document. * * * 
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Mr. Morris. When did you file your brief. Mr. Harris, before the Adminis- 
trative Tribunal? 
a” * * > 
Mr. BoupIn.® I think the brief was filed in the spring of 1953. * * * 
Mr. Morrus. At that time, Mr. H 
Party? 


irris, were vou a member of the Communist 


Mr. HARRIS. When questions of similar nature were asked me I always 








a, ; : ; 
declined to answer, and I think from what S gor Li inderstood I decline 
to answer on all the grounds stated in the motion to vaca subpena and all 
the objections \ ich i have given. 
i Morris. Are you a Communist Party member now, Mr. Harris? 
N HARRIS. I give exa he same an I just gay yid., pp. 650-651. 
This is tl { { VN. Ad Tri 
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against Germany or against Hit 
Mr. Morris. You knew both that Chambers and J. Peters were Communists 
when you delivered a message from Chambers to Peters? 





Vir. ZABLODOWSKY. That is right it was precisely with that message that 
Chambers came to me. [bi 151. 
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Mr. ZABLODOWSKY. Carl Marzani was an associate of mine in the Presentation 
Branch of the OSS. 

PRESENTATION, INC. 

Mr. Morris. Did you know an organization called Presentation Associates, 
Inc.? 

Mr. ZABLODOWSKY. I do. 

Mr. Morris. Tell us what that organization was. 

Mr. ZABLODOWSKY. At the time when the war was over and it was obvious 
that all the war agencies would evaporate out several of the people in the Presen- 
tation Branch 

Mr. Morris. That is the Presentation Branch of the Office of Strategic 
Services in which you and Mr. Marzani worked together? 

Mr. ZABLODOWSKY. That is right. Several of us thought that it would be a 
good idea to organize a private business in which we could carry on the same 
kind of activities and the same kind of business in which we had had so much 
pleasure and so much sort of comradeship. 

Mr. Morris. Who were the driving forces in the formation of that organization? 

Mr. ZABLODOWSKY. There were, I suppose, about half a dozen to 10 people. 

Mr. Morris. Who were the leading forces there? 

Mr. ZABLODOWSKY. I suppose you could 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Marzani, was he not? 

Mr. ZABLODOWSKY. He was one. 

Mr. Morris. And you were one? 

Mr. ZABLODOWSKY. You could call me one, but in some respects I was a 
conservative influence. 

Mr. Morris. What do you mean by that? 

Mr. ZABLODOWSKY. I never wanted to joinit. I never wanted to work for it. 
Ibid., pp. 159, 160. 


Marzani served a term in a Federal penitentiary as a result of untrue 
statements he made about his Communist past. (GOVT., pt. 13, p. 
892 \s to Presentation, Ine., the subcommittee received the 
following description of this organization from J. Anthony Panuch, 
who was Deputy Assistant Secretary of State when OSS was trans- 
ferred from the War Department to the State Department: 


Mr. PANuUcH. I must say to you gentlemen that I found out about the Pres- 
entation Associates very late in the game in the State Department. 

Marzani was a very, very brilliant fellow, and on the side he had one of the 
best equipped visual presentation operations ever seen in the Government. 
He was a genius. He had unlimited funds under the OSS, and with this agency 
he did work for the War Department on the most complex presentations of mili- 
tary matters during the war. He had letters of recommendation from important 
members of the General Staff, and all that stuff. On the side he was using these 
assets, governmental assets, in a private enterprise of his own for monéy, and 
we found out about it in our investigation in October of 1946 when the Presenta- 
tion Associates had made up a political documentary for the Communist-con- 
trolled union in the United Electrical Workers. * * * That is the story on 
Presentation Associates. (GOVT, p. 895. 

The subcommittee has found no more brazen example of Communist 
activitv than that deseribed above—an underground Communist, 
working for the State Department, using Government equipment for 
the private profit of himself and his associates, and for the material 
benefit of a Communist-controlled labor organization. One of these 
associates, Zablodowsky, was the man U. N. chose to head its 
publishing division, 








SECTION II] 
THE HEART OF THE MATTER 


I. The pivot 


In 9 of the 11 cases of those who received reinstatement or awards 
* ] ¢ ; } 
the tribunal used the following language in stating its decision: 


8. The tribunal is thus called upon to consider whether the allegations made 
against the applicant constituted serious misconduct justifying his summary 
dismissal by the Secretary General without reference to the Joint Disciplinary 
Committee. 

The conception of serious misconduct enabling the Secretary General to impose 
summary dismissal without disciplinary procedure was introduced at the revision 
of the Staff Regulations to deal with acts obviously incompatible with continued 
membership of the staff. 

Kxcept in cases of agreement between the person concerned and the admin- 
istration, the disciplinary procedure should be dispensed with only in those cases 
where the misconduct is patent and where the interest of the service requires 
immediate and final separation. 

9. In the present case, the applicant invoked the privilege provided in the 
constitution of his country. This step did not give rise to subsequent legal pro- 
ceedings against the applicant. This provision of the constitution may be prop- 
erly invoked in various situations which, because of the complexity of the case 
law, cannot be summarized in a simple formula. 

The legal situation arising from recourse to the fifth amendment was so 
obscure to the Secretary Genera! himself that he considered it desirable to seek 
clarification from a commission of jurists. Their conclusions were later dis- 
cussed by the General Assembly who reached no decision. Subsequently, these 
conclusions were partially set aside by the Secretary General himself. 

The nature of serious misconduct appeared so disputable to the Secretary 
General that he granted termination indemnities, which are expressly forbidden 
by the Staff Regulations (Annex III) in cases of summary dismissal. 

Whatever view may be held as to the conduct of the applicant, that conduct 
could not be described as serious misconduct which alone under article 10.2 
of the Staff Regulations and the pertinent rules justifies the Secretary General 
in dismissing a staff member summarily without the safeguard afforded by the 
disciplinary procedure. 

10. In these circumstances, the decision to terminate the applicant’s employ- 
ment, since it cannot be based upon the provisions of the Staff Regulations and 
Rules, must be declared illegal. (UN, pt. 3, p. 536 

. . . > 1 1 

It is obvious from this language that the pivot on which these 
decisions swung was the use of the fifth amendment by officials of th 
United Nations Secretariat. 

3v its charter, the United Nations is dedicated to the establishment 
of “conditions under which justice and respect for the obligations 
arising from treaties and other sources of international law can be 
maintained. 

Is it not “serious misconduct” for an official of such a body to 
refuse to answer the questions of a United States Senate subeom- 
mittee, on the ground that true answers might involve him in crimi- 
nal prosecution? 

The United States Government, by order of the President, has held 
that use of the fifth amendment by its employees in these circum- 
stances does constitute misconduct justifying immediate dismissal. 

The U. N. Commission of Jurists seemed to reach a similar con- 
clusion in the opinion it gave to the Secretary General, when it said: 

It is clear also that in addition to arousing a suspicion of guilt, the plea of 
privilege may well affect prospects of employment. The privilege is an absolute 
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right and it is legal in the United States to assert it, but it does not follow that 
a witness claiming the privilege, whether he be a national of the United States 
or otherwise, suffers no ill consequences by the mere fact of his asserting the 
privilege. 

Indeed, in the United States much legislation has been passed restricting 
Federal, State, or municipal employment in the case of persons connected with 
organizations declared subversive and machinery established to ascertain whether 
such connection exists. We refer (inter alia) to 5 United States Code, section 
118 (j), Executive Order 9835, 12 Federal Regulations 1935, the Feinberg law 
sec. 3022 of the education law), the New York City Charter, section 993 and 
the Case of Adler v. Board of Education (342 U.S. 485). 

There can be no doubt that in the United States of America it is not contrary 
to the Constitution for legislative or other consequences affecting employment 
to follow from the exercise by an employee of some constitutional right or privilege. 

It appears to us, therefore, that in cases where this privilege is invoked in 
the United States the Secretary General must take notice of the fact and be 
prepared to take the appropriate action. (UN, p. 399.) 


The Tribunal of the United Nations, however, makes clear that it 
does not regard use of the fifth amendment as misconduct serious 
enough to justify dismissal. ‘This is in direct conflict with the position 
taken by the U. N. Commission of Jurists and the Secretary General. 
It should also be considered against the background of testimony 
given by the dismissed employees which was so self-descriptive. 

Among these was Joel Gordon, Chief of the Current Trade Analysis 
Section. He had been employed from 1934 to 1944 in agencies of the 
United States Government, including the Public Housing Authority, 
the Social Security Board, and the National Recovery Administration. 
In 1944 he secured a position with UNRRA. Here is his testimony: 


JOEL GORDON! 


Mr. Morris. How long were you working with UNRRA? 

Mr. GORDON. Approximately 2 years. 

Mr. Morris. How did you obtain that position? 

Mr. GORDON. I must respectfully decline to answer that question, relying 
on my rights under the fifth amendment. 

Senator O’CONOoR. Just so I may get the dates right, is the committee to 
understand, then, continuously from 1934 until this date, you have been actively 
associated with one of the Federal Government positions, thence to UNRRA, 
thence to the U. N.? 

Mr. GorRDON. That is correct. 

Senator FERGUSON. Did Weintraub help you to get into UNRRA? 

Mr. GorDON. I must respectfully decline to answer that question. 

Senator FERGUSON. Did he help you to get into the United Nations? 

Mr. Gorvon. I believe, sir, I have already declined to answer that question. 

Senator FERGUSON. Have you ever been a Communist? 

Mr. GorpDon. In the context of the present time, I must refuse to answer that 
question, relying on my rights 

Senator FERGUSON. Under the fifth amendment? 

Mr. GorpDon. Yes, sir. 

Senator O’CONOR. Prior to your becoming associated with the United Nations, 
and my question relates solely to that time, were you ever engaged in any sub- 
versive activity against the United States Government? 

Mr. GORDON. I must respectfully decline to answer that question, relying on 
the fifth amendment. 

Senator FERGUSON. Are you now engaged in any subversive activities against 
the United States Government? 

Mr. GORDON. I must make the same reply. 

Senator O’CONOR. Have you ever engaged in espionage? 

Mr. Gorpon. I musi reply in the same manner. In that connection, I must 
also state that my attorney advises me that the use of the fifth amendment is for 
the protection of the innocent as well as the guilty. 





! Gordon's record of employment with the U. S. Government was placed in the subcommittee record 
on March 10, 1954, transcript, p. 6. 
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Senator SMITH. If you were innocent, you wouldn’t be ashamed of it, would 
you? 

Mr. GORDON. I must respectfully decline to answer. 

Senator O’CoNor. Prior to obtaining your position with the United Nations, 
were you ever guilty of espionage? 

Mr. GORDON. Was I ever found to be guilty? 

Senator O’CONOR. No. Did you ever participate in any such? 


* * * * a * * 


Mr. GORDON. I must respectfully decline to answer the question. 

Mr. Morris. Did you ever take a trip to the Soviet Union? 

Mr. GORDON. I must respectfully decline to answer that question, relying on 
my rights under the fifth amendment. 


* * * . * ‘ 


Senator FERGUSON. Did you ever get a passport from the United States 
Government? 


& * ¥ . * ~ * 


Mr. GorDON. I believe I first held one sometime in the mid-thirties; I think 
it was around 1937 or 1936. 

Senator FERGUSON. Have you ever studied in Russia? 

Mr. GorDON. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Morris. In connection with your passport, did you make full disclosure in 
respect to all questions asked by the State Department in your application for a 
passport? 

Mr. GORDON. I must decline to answer, relying on my rights under the fifth 
amendment. 

Mr. Morris. Did you use your own name? 

Mr. GORDON. I must also respectfully refuse to answer. 


© * * * * a * 


Senator FERGUSON. Did you ever use an alias? 
Mr. GORDON. I must respectfully decline to answer that question, relying on 
the fifth amendment. (UN, pt. 1, pp. 24, 25.) 


The Tribunal found that the dismissal of the man whose testimony 
is quoted above was “‘illegal.’”’? [t awarded him $6,000 indemnity, 
plus “full salary up to the date of this judgment less the amount paid 
at termination in lieu of notice and less the amount of termination 
indemnity.”’ 

The subcommittee considers that Gordon, like the others, charae- 
terized himself in his own testimony. It seems obvious that if the 
U. N. were to consider such persons satisfactory international civil 
servants, the U. N. itself would inevitably fall into disrepute 

In its decision in the case of Ruth Crawford, the U. N. Tribunal 
made the following statement: 


Staff Regulation 1.4 recognizes the right of staff members not to give up their 
political opinions. So that membership of any particular party would not, of 
itself, be a justification, in the absence of other cause, for dismissal. UN, 
p. 503.) 


During the hearings, Chairman Jenner observed: 


The same argument was repeatedly urged by other American employees of the 
United Nations, who invoked the fifth amendment when asked questions about 
their Communist activity. ; 

Morris Kaplan, counsel for Leon Elveson, flatly stated that: ““* * * the tri- 
bunal would be violating its function as a tribunal if it engaged in any inquiry 
directed to a political association by reason of the limitation on the tribunal 
imposed by the Charter of the United Nations, which grants complete political 
freedom of association to any person employed at the United Nations barring 
Nazis and Fascists.’’ The question raised here is fundamental. It applies not 
only to the subcommittee’s investigation of American citizens in the United 
Nations, but also to our whole field of inquiry. 

All three branches of the United States Government have found that Com- 
munist activity is not to be compared with membership in any ‘‘political party.”’ 
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All three branches of the United States Government have found that Communist 
activity is a conspiracy directed from the U.S. S. R. to overthrow the Government 
of the United States by force and violence. The conspiracy is as old as the 
Bolshevik revolution itself. —— 

The subcommittee feels it essential to its purposes to include in its record cer- 
tain basic documents on the question of the Communist world conspiracy. * * 

They are pertinent to the whole field of investigation into Communist activity. 
UN, transcript, March 10, 1954. 

study of these documents makes abundantly clear the fact that 
they are direct!y connected with the whole field which lies under the 
subcommittee’s scrutiny. They provide a general explanation for 
our activity. And they tie in at specific points with testimony taken 
in the very recent past during our investigation of United States 
citizens emploved by the U. N., as will be noted below. It is for 
these reasons that we call particular attention to the story that these 
documents tell. 


3. The revolution is born 


On December 13, 1917, Lenin’s handful of Bolsheviks, who had just 

seized the government of Russia, appropriated 2 million rubles ? 
“for the needs of the revolutionary internationalist movement.”’ 
Here is the language of the official “ordinance” as published in the 
Gazette of the Temporary Workers and Peasants Government, De- 
cember 13, 1917, and furnished to the Senate Foreign Relations 
Committee by Secretary of State Charles Evans Hugihes:* 
* * the Soviet of Peoples Commissars considers it necessary to come forth with 
all aid, including financia! ail, to the assistance of the left, international wing of 
the workers movement of all countries, entirely regardiess whether those coun- 
tries are at war with Russia, or in an alliance, or whether they retain their 
neutrality. 

This was the original declaration of revolution against the civilized 
governments of the world. It was an official statement. It was 
implemented with an official appropriation of money. It was imple- 
mented also by Moscow-inspired revolutionary activity on every 
continent of the globe. In 1919, the Soviet Government found it 
necessary for purposes of deception to transfer the supreme command 
of the world revolution from a covernment building to the head quar- 
ters of the newly established Communist International (Comintern). 
The actual control of the world’s Communist underground, however, 
remained the same. 

Secretary Hughes also furnished the Senate committee with an 
excerpt from a report to the Ninth Congress of the Russian Communist 
Party on April 2, 1920, Karl Radek, secretary of the Communist 
International, in which Radek declared: 

The IIL International is the child of the Russian Communist Party. It was 
founded here, in the Kremlin, on the initiative of the Communist Party of Russia.‘ 


4. The Colby note 


In 1920, Woodrow Wilson’s Secretary of State, Bainbridge Colby, 
looked at the plain facts of Communist activity, which were visible 
everywhere then, as they are now, and arrived at this conclusion: 


2 see hearings of special committee of House of Representatives (1930), incorporated in record by reference 
March 10, 1954, transcript, p. 5 
He ! of srecial Comn 


ings ttee of the House of Representatives to Investigate Communist Activities in 
the United States, 


p. 207. Incorporated in the record of the Senate Internal Security Subcommittee by 


reference, March 10, 1954, transeript, p. 5 
4 Ibid., p. 179 
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* * * the existing regime in Russia is based upon the negation of every 
principle of honor and good faith, * * * The responsible leaders of the regime 
have frequently and openly boasted that they are willing to sign agreements 
and undertakings with foreign powers while not having the slightest intention 
of observing such undertakings or carrying out such agreements. .* * * upon 
numerous occasions the responsible spokesmen of this Power, and its officiai 
agencies, have declared that it is their understanding that the very existence 
of Bolshevism in Russia, the maintenance of their own rule, depends, and must 
continue to depend, upon the occurrence of revolutions in all other great civilized 
nations, including the United States, which will overthrow and destroy their 
governments and set up Bolshevist rule in their stead. They have made it 
quite plain that they intend to use every means, including, of course, 
diplomatic agencies, to promote such revolutionary movements in other 
countries. [Italics ours.] 


. + ao + * + + 

* * * It is within the knowledge of the Government of the United States that 
the Bolshevist Government is itself subject to the control of a political faction, 
with extensive international ramifications through the Third Internationale, and 
that this body, which is heavily subsidized by the Bolshevist Government from 
the public revenues of Russia, has for its openly avowed aim the promotion of 
Bolshevist revolutions throughout the world. The leaders of the Bolsheviki 
have boasted that their promises of non-interference with other nations would in 
no wise bind the agents of this body. * * * Inevitably, therefore, the diplo- 
matic service of the Bolsehvist Government would become a channel for 
intrigues and the propaganda of revolt against the institutions and laws 
of countries, with which it was at peace, * * * [Italics ours]. 

* . * * * * * 

We cannot recognize, hold official relations with, or give friendly recep- 
tion to the agents of a government which is determined and bound to 
conspire against our institutions; whose diplomats will be the agitators 
of dangerous revolt; whose spokesmen say that they sign agreements with 
no intention of keeping them. [Italics ours.] (American Note on Polish 
Situation, Department of State, August 10, 1920, A Formal Reply from Secretary 
of State Bainbridge Colby to His Excellency Baron Camillo Romano Avezzana, 
Ambassador of Italy.) ® 

In the 33 years since these words were uttered, there have been no 
substantial new facts to upset Colby’s historic conclusion. In every 
year, on every continent, myriads of new facts have emerged to sup- 
port it. 

Communist regimes have been continuously ‘‘based upon the nega- 
tion of every principle of honor and good faith.’”” Communist leaders 
have continuously demonstrated that they ‘“‘are willing to sign agree- 
ments and undertakings with foreign powers while not having the 
slightest intention of observing such undertakings or carrying out 
such agreements.’”’? Communist leaders have continuously proven that 
their diplomats are the agents of dangerous revolt who use “‘diplomatic 
agencies to promote such revolutionary movements in other countries.”’ 


5. The findings of Secretary Hughes 


Three years after the Colby findings, in the year 1924, Charles 
Evans Hughes, another great Secretary of State, presented voluminous 
documentation to the Senate Committee on Foreign Relations to show 
that the Soviet beast had not changed its spots. Secretary Hughes 
summed up as follows: 

It is believed that the evidence presented by the Department of State at this 
hearing has conclusively established three facts: First, the essential unity of the 
Bolshevik organization known as the Communist Party, so-called Soviet Govern- 
ment, and the Communist International, all of which are controlled by a small 


‘ Incorporated in record by reference March 10, 1954, transcript, p. 6. 
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group of individuals, technically known as the political bureau of the Russian 
Communist Party. Second, the spiritual and organic connection between this 
Moscow group and its agent in this country—the American Communist Party 
and its legal counterpart, the Workers’ Party. Not only are these organizations 
the creation of Moscow, but the latter has also elaborated their program and 
controlled and supervised their activities. While there may have existed in the 
United States individuals, and even groups, imbued with Marxist doctrines prior 
to the advent of the Communist International, the existence of a disciplined party 
equipped with a program aiming at the overthrow of the institutions of this 
country by force and violence is due to the intervention of the Bolshevik organ- 
izations into the domestic political life of the United States. The essential fact 
is the existence of an organization in the United States created by and completely 
subservient to a foreign organization striving to overthrow the existing social and 
political order of this country. Third, the subversive and pernicious activities of 
the American Communist Party and the Workers’ Party and their subordinate 
and allied organs in the United States are activities resulting from and flowing 
out of the program elaborated for them by the Moscow group. (Letter to Hon. 
William E. Borah, then chairman, Senate Committee on Foreign Relations, Jan. 
21, 1924.) ® 

In its present inquiry, the subcommittee is particularly concerned, 
for obvious reasons, with the Colby prophecy that Communist diplo- 
macy would become “a channel for intrigues and the propaganda of 
revolt,” and that “diplomatic agencies’? would be used ‘‘to promote 
revolutionary movements in other countries.”” What happened be- 
tween the time Secretary of State Colby made his prophecy and the 
Senate Subcommittee on Internal Security began its inquiry on 
Activities of United States Citizens Employed by the United Nations? 

Trends in Russian Foreign Policy Since W: orld War 1, a publication 
of the Legislative Reference Service of the Library of Congress (1947),’ 
contains much of the basic record: 


6. The basic record 


In 1921, the British Government granted de facto recognition to 
the Soviet Government by means of a trade agreement. The agree- 
ment provided for the prohibition of Bolshevik propaganda in Great 
Britain. Only 2 short years later, Britain threatened to terminate 
that agree ment because Soviet agents were spreading anti-British 
propaganda i in Afghanistan, Persia, and India. 

In 1924, 1 egardless of what had already happened, Britain granted 
the U.S. S. R. de jure recognition. Three years later it terminated 
both the trade agreement and recognition bec cause the Soviet diplo- 
matic service in Great Britain was acting as a “channel for intrigues 
and the propaganda of revolt,’”’ precisely as our American Secretary 
of State had — 7 years before. (Trends in Russian Foreign 
Policy, pp. 5, 7, 8, 10.) 

In 1924, China and the U.S. S. R. established ‘‘normal”’ diplomatic 
relations. Under the treaty “each country was to refrain from 
spreading propaganda against the institutions of the other.”’ Three 
years later China broke off relations because the Soviet diplomatic 
service, once more, was acting “as a channel for intrigues and the 
propaganda of revolt.”’ (Ibid., pp. ~ 10, 11.) 

In 1924, Mexico recognized the U. -S.R. In 1930, Mexico with- 
drew that recognition. (Ibid., pp. 9, TLD 


¢ Hearings of Special Committee of the House of Representatives to Investigate Communist Activities 
in the United States, p. 530. Incorporated in the record of the Senate Internal Security Subcommittee by 
reference March 10, 1954, transcript p. 5. 

7 Incorporated in record by reference, March 10, 1954, transcript, p. 5. 
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In 1926, Uruguay recognized the U.S.S. R. In 1935, Uruguay 
withdrew that recognition, “charging Communist activity in Uruguay 
and elsewhere in South America.” (Ibid., pp. 9, 15.) 

That, in capsule form, is the story of Soviet “diplomacy” on three 
continents in the early years of the U.S. S. R. 


7. What Bullitt saw in 1935 


The United States Government granted recognition to the U.S.S. R. 
in November 1933, after an exchange of notes in which the Soviets 
promised to observe the common decencies of international conduct. 
President Roosevelt’s first Ambassador to Moscow was William C. 
Bullitt. Bullitt had been in Moscow less than 2 years when Com- 
munist revolutionaries from all over the world, including the United 
States, assembled for the notorious Seventh World Congress of the 
Communist International. Ambassador Bullitt’s dispatches to the 
United States Government during this period, in perspective, seem 
equally as prophetic as the earlier findings of Secretaries Colby and 
Hughes. Pertinent selections from his reports to Washington are 
included here. Their source is the State Department publication, 
“Foreign Relations of the United States, the Soviet Union, 1933-39.’’® 


The aim of the Soviet Government is and will remain, to produce world 
revolution, said Ambassador Bullitt. The leaders of the Soviet Union believe 
that the first step toward this revolution must be to strengthen the defensive 
and offensive power of the Soviet Union. They believe that within 10 years the 
defense position of the Soviet Union will be absolutely impregnable and that 
within 15 years the offensive power of the Soviet Union will be sufficient to enable 
it to consolidate by its assistance any Communist government which may be 
set up in Europe.’ To maintain peace for the present, to keep the nations of 
Europe divided, to foster enmity between Japan and the United States, and gain 
the blind devotion and obedience of the Communists of all countries so that they 
will act against their own governments at the behest of the Communist Pope in 
the Kremlin, is the sum of Stalin’s policy (p. 227). 

. * ~ s * + * 


I believe that we should employ this occasion to make clear to the American 
people the aims of the Soviet Government which lie behind the mask labeled 
“united front against fascism and war.’’ 

I believe we should revoke the exequaturs of all Soviet consuls in New York 
and San Francisco, leaving only the consular section in the Soviet Embassy at 
Washington. 

I believe that we should restrict to a minimum the granting of American visas 
to Soviet citizens (p. 246). 

* * * the people of the United States must be warned of the intentions of 
the Soviet Government and of the American and foreign Communists who take 
their orders from the dictator of the Soviet Government. Steps must be taken 
for the protection of our lives and liberties. To permit Soviet consuls to remain 
in American cities after the boasts of the Communist Congress with regard to 
fomenting strikes in the United States is impossible. As a first protective action 
the Secretary of State today has directed that the exequaturs of all Soviet consuls 
in the United States shall be canceled. He has also directed that all Soviet 
citizens who desire to come to the United States must be scrutinized with greater 
care than heretofore. We must prepare further methods of protection. And we 
must be vigilant in watching for the intrusion of those American and foreign 
agents of the Soviet Governnment who, in the simile of Dimitrov, will adopt the 
tactics of the Trojan horse and sneak into our midst, concealed by a covering of 
antifascism and peace to destroy our institutions, liberties, and lives (p. 247). 

§ Incorporated in record by reference March 10, 1954, transcript, p. 4 
* By 1950, which was 15 years after Mr. Bullitt’s warning, the U. 8. S. R. was master of satellite govern- 


ments in Albania, Bulgaria, Czechoslovakia, Hungary, Rumania, and Poland. It was also aiding in the 
Communist overthrow of China, 
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8. When the U. S. S. R. was our “ally’’ 


President Roosevelt and Prime Minister Churchill signed the At- 
lantic Charter’August 14, 1941.!° Under its provisions the signatories 
promised to “seek no aggrandizement,” to “respect the right of all 
peoples to choose the form of government under which they will live,”’ 
and to restore “sovereign rights and self-government to those who 
have been forcibly deprived of them.’”’ The Soviet Government ex- 
pressed agreement with these principles in a statement to an inter- 
Allied meeting in London on September 24, 1941. (Postwar Foreign 
Policy Preparation, 1939-45, State Department, pp. 50—51.)" 

In 1945 the Soviet Government was still our ‘ally,’ in the war to 
establish the principles of the Atlantic Charter. In September of 
that year, Igor Gouzenko, a Soviet diplomat, went to the Canadian 
Government with documents which caused an immediate investiga- 
tion by a specially appointed Canadian Royal Commission. When 
that investigation was concluded, the Royal Commission found: 

There exists in Canada a Fifth Column organized and directed by Russian 
agents in Canada and in Russia. (The Report of the Royal Commission,” p. 685.) 

Members of the staff of the Russian Embassy at Ottawa were actively engaged 
in inadmissible espionage activities * * * (Ibid., p. 685.) 

Membership in Communist organizations or a sympathy towards Communist 


ideologies was the primary force which caused these agents to agree to do the 
the acts (of espionage) referred to in their individual cases. (Ibid., p. 686.) 


The Royal Commission also stated: 


So far as the evidence discloses, the first head of the Military Intelligence 
espionage system in Canada after the arrival of the Soviet Minister was Sergei 
N. Koudriavtzev, whose official title was First Secretary of the Legation [later 
Embassy]. (Ibid., p. 15.) 

Major Sokolov, on his arrival in Ottawa in 1942, began to reform the previous 
organization, and was directed by ‘‘Molier’’, who has been identified as one 
Mikhailov, an official of the Soviet Consulate in New York who came to Canada 
for that purpose. (Ibid., p. 15.) 

On page 19 of the report of the Royal Commission Gouzenko is 
quoted as follows: 

* * * What transpired is only a modest or small part of all that is really 
here. You may have discovered 15 men but it still leaves in Canada this dan- 
gerous situation because there are other societies and other people working 
under every Embassy, under every consul in each place where there is a con- 
sulate. (Ibid., p. 19.) 


9. Congress and the Attorney General 


Attorney General Francis Biddle Sorecrngg an official decision on 
May 28, 1942, which read in part as follows 

That the Communist Party of the U. S. A., from the time of its inception in 
1919 to the present time, is an organization that believes in, advises, advocates, 
and teaches the overthrow by force and violence of the Government of the United 
States * * *13 

fight years later Congress adopted the Subversive Activities Con- 
trol Act, which contained this language: 

Sec. 2. As a result of evidence adduced before various committees of the 
Senate and House of Representatives, the Congress hereby finds that 


1 Incorporated in record by reference March 10, 1954, transcript, p. 5. 
" Incorporated in record by reference March 10, 1954, transcript, p. 
12 Incorporated in record by reference March 10, 1954, transcript, p. 4. 
’ Harry Bridges before the Attorney General in deportation proceedings, p. 8. Incorporated in the 
record by reference March 10, 1954, transcript, p. 3. 
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(1) There exists a world Communist movement which, in its origins, its 
development, and its present practice, is a worldwide revolutionary move- 
ment whose purpose it is, by treachery, deceit, infiltration into other groups 
(governmental and otherwise), espionage, sabotage, terrorism, and any other 
means deemed necessary, to establish a Communist totalitarian dictatorship 
in the countries throughout the world through the medium of a worldwide 
Communist organization. 


10. Finding of the Supreme Court 


In 1949 a Federal jury found 11 leaders of the Communist Party 
U.S. A., guilty of— 
willfully and knowingly conspiring (1) to organize as the Communist Party, a 
group of persons to teach and advocate the overthrow and destruction of the 
Government of the United States by force and violence, and (2) knowingly and 
willingly to advocate and teach the duty and necessity of overthrowing and 
destroying of the Government of the United States by force and violence. (U.S. 
41, October term, 1950, p. 494.) 

The convicted Communist leaders carried their appeal to the United 
States Supreme Court. The Court, in an opinion delivered by the 
late Chief Justice Vinson, affirmed the conviction with these words: 

Petitioners intended to overthrow the Government of the United States as 


speedily as the circumstances would permit * * * They were properly and 
constitutionally convicted. (Ibid., pp. 516, 517.) 


11. The Subversive Activities Control Board 


= 


On November 27, 1950, the Attorney General of the United States, 
acting under section 13 (a) of the Subversive Activities Control Act, 
filed*’a petition with the Board for an order requiring the Communist 
Party, U.S. A., to’register with the Attorney General as required by 
the*'act. In the hearings which followed, a stenographiec record of 
14,413 pages was adduced. The record included 507 exhibits. In its 
decision, the Board found: 

(1) That there exists a world Communist movement, substantially as described 
in Section 2 of the Act, which was organized by the Soviet Union, and which has 
as its primary objectives the establishment of Communist dictatorships of the 
proletariat in all countries throughout the world, including the United States, 
and (2) That the direction, domination, and control of this movement is vested 
in, and is exercised by, the Soviet Union. (1953 report, SACB, p. 9.) 


12. America, ‘‘Enemy No. 1’’ 


On October 28, 1953, Ismail Ege, former Chief of the Fourth Section 
of Soviet Military Intelligence, appeared before the subcommittee. 
He told us that he had renounced ‘‘the dictatorship of Communist 
rulers in the Kremlin,” because these rulers ‘‘have in their minds the 
fantastic and criminal idea to rule the world, to suppress freedom, and 
to convert the free world into a gigantic concentration camp.” 
(GOVT, pt. 15, p. 1008.) 

Then he gave us a comprehensive description of Soviet intelligence, 
as organized to advance the Communist world revolution against 
human freedom. Pertinent passages from that description are in- 
cluded herewith. 

Mr. EGE. We were trained in Soviet policies and party line and, according to 
party line, always the’ United States of America was enemy No. 1. And their 


reason for it was that if Soviet Russia is a totalitarian state, the United States;jis a 
free country and these are opposite countries in the ideological field, I mean. 


4 Incorporated in the record by reference March 10, 1954, transcript, p. 5. 
1§ Incorporated in the record by reference March 10, 1954, transcript, p. 3. 
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The United States of America is for freedom, for free enterprise, for the dignity 
of individual, and for principles of western democracy. Over there we have the 
Soviet Union, which is the most totalitarian state where the individual is not free. 
He is a slave of the state. 

Mr. Morris. You said in all your training you were told the United States of 
America was the No. 1 enemy. 

Would you give us concrete details about that? Was it taught to youin your 
staff colleges? 

Mr. EGE. It was taught us in general staff college. It was told us during the 
political training in the intelligence department. It was told to us always during 
my life. (Ibid., p. 1064.) 

Mr. Morris. Now, Mr. Ege, would you tell us the role that the Soviet 
Embassy in Washington and the Soviet Ambassador to Washington played in 
Soviet espionage based upon your own personal experience in the Soviet intelli- 
gence system? 

Mr. EGre. Well, in 1942 Soviet Ambassadors, having their diplomatic position 
as chief of the Embassy, were a little away from intelligence activities. 

That does not mean that they did not, though. Under roofs of Soviet em- 
bassies, consulates, trade organizations, there were secret organizations of Soviet 
intelligence channels working for Soviet intelligence. But they personally did 
not take part in it and did not direct it. 

In 1942, approximately in February or January, there was top secret order. 

Mr. Morris. This is January of what year? 

Mr. EGE. 1941. 

Mr. Morris. There was a top secret order. Did you see this? 

Mr. EGe. I read it myself and signed it that I had read it. 

Mr. Morris. You signed that you had read this top secret order? 

Mr. EGe. That is right. 

Mr. Morris. What did the order say? 

Mr. EGr. That order was issued by the Central Committee of the Communist 
Party of the Soviet Union, and the Bi-Council of Peoples Commissars and was 
signed by Stalin and Molotov. 

In that order it was stated that from now on Ambassadors of Soviet Union 
had to become real bosses. (Ibid., p. 1052.) 

Mr. Ecre. * * * Usually the Soviet intelligence organization has two channels, 
one is so-called legal network, which in Soviet intelligence it is understood are 
networks consisting of Soviet citizens working in some Soviet foreign office or 
in some Soviet office working as Tass, Voks, foreign section of the state bank, 
Amtorg, foreign offices and so on. 


. * * * * s * 


Mr. Morris. It is not legal in our sense of the word, not that it is permitted 
by us, but it is more formal. 
Mr. EGe. That is right. (Ibid., p. 1015a.) 


* * * * * * + 


Mr. EGE. * * * The General Staff Intelligence Department used international 
bodies. Suppose there is war, for instance, between some country and the Soviet 
Union; of course, all Soviet Ambassadors and trading organizations and Tass are 
closed down, and everybody departs from the country, but international organiza- 
tions are still working because they are not Soviet organizations. 

The Soviets might have their affiliates here, sections, so it is a very convenient 
way to plant here agents and then to use for intelligence. 

The CHAIRMAN. You are speaking now of May 1941, but unless they have 
changed their method of operation, you have no doubt in your mind that they are 
probably using the United Nations in the same fashion as they have used inter- 
national agricultural committees, and so forth. 

Mr. EGE. I am sure of it. For instance, the same Kudryavtsev [Koudriavtzev] 
who was Tass correspondent in Turkey, was transferred in 1941 to Moscow, 
and from Moscow he was sent to Canada where he got involved in the Canadian 
atomic-spy case. Kudryavtsev was one of the cutouts between the illegal net- 
work and the network of military attache. 

After that conduct Kudryavtsev was appointed to the Soviet delegation at the 
United Nations. That Kudryavtsev was agent for the fourth section and he 
worked under me for some time. (Ibid., p. 1022.) 


Here is the contact point between the documented historical back- 
ground and the testimony of one of the subcommittee’s own witnesses. 
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The story told in Canada by Gouzenko is the event Bainbridge Colby 
predicted. The story told on our witness stand by Ege is another 
chapter. Kudryavtsev, who was Gouzenko’s superior in Soviet 
inte ‘lligenc e, worked under E ge in the same agency and, after Kudry- 
avtsev’s involve ment in Canadian espionage, “the Soviet Government 
sent him as a “diplomat”’ to the United Nations. 


13. Cvetic and Alexeev 


Matthew Cvetic served the Federal Bureau of Investigation as a 
counteragent within the Communist movement from 1943 to 1950. 
On February 7, 1952, he testified before a subcommittee of the Senate 
Judiciary Committee regarding Soviet use of diplomatic channels for 
espionage. 


Mr. Durry. Mr. Cvetic, in view of your background and experience do you 
feel that the great majority, if not all, of those persons who are representatives 
of foreign governments and presently employed in the Soviet-bloc nations’ con- 
sulates and embassies in this country, and in their missions to the United Nations, 
are engaged actively and directly in Communist propagandaZand espionage 
activities in this country? 

Mr. Cvetic. Yes. My conclusion, based on 6 years’ work with Soviet agents 
in this country who operated in the embassies, consulates, United Nations, any 
one of the various trade or travel missions, or Red Cross and relief organizations 
or Communist-front organizations convinced me that their first and foremost 
job in this country is to carry on espionage and propaganda activity against the 
United States Government, that representatives of the Soviet-bloc governments 
in the United Nations not only operate as propaganda ministers in the United 
Nations, but also whenever possible carry on in this country to further the revolu- 
tionary aims of the Communist International by working in close proximity with 
members of the American Communist Party and alien Soviet agents, who number 
literally hundreds in the United States, who operate in such organizations as 
the IWO, the American Slav Congress, the American Committee for the Protec- 
tion of Foreign Born, and other such organizations. 

One of the most amazing things to me throughout all this work has been that 
these Soviet agents apparently have been able to carry on their work unmolested, 
while legitimate representatives of the United States Government in the eastern 
European countries have been imprisoned on trumped-up charges. 

The work of Soviet agents in this country has been made doubly easy by the 
diplomatic immunity which they enjoy while serving in this country. Espionage 
Activities of Personnel Attached to Embassies and Consulates Under Soviet 
Domination in the United States, p. 45.) 


ia 


To finish this portrait of Communist “diplomacy” taken from the 
records of a whole generation, we draw attention to the testimony of 
Kirill Mikhailovich Alexeev, who was formerly attached to the Soviet 
Embassy in Mexico, that 
all responsible workers of a Soviet Embassy are members of the secret intelli- 
gence service of the Soviet Government."® 

Most of the underground American Communists who assembled 
secretly in the U. N. Secretariat had previously assembled secretly 
in the United States Government. There is eve ry reason to believe 
that they had a purpose in coming together in both instances, that 
their purpose was inimical to the “people of the United States, and 
that it was connected with the Communist world revolution against 
human freedom. 

16 Communist Activities Among Aliens and National Groups, Hearing zs before the Subcommittee on 


Immigration and Naturalization ¢ it the Committee on the Judiciary, United States Senate, on S. 1832,,;May 
12, 1949, pt. 1, p. 70. 
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14. Colby was justified 


The subcommittee reiterates that in the 33 years since Bainbridge 
Colby’s words were uttered there have been no substantial new facts 
to upset the old facts upon which he built his historic conclusion. In 
every year, on every continent, myriads of new facts have emerged 
to support it. 

Communist regimes have been continuously “based upon the nega- 
tion of every principle of honor and good faith.”” Communist leaders 
have continuously demonstrated that they “are willing to sign agree- 
ments and undertakings with foreign powers while not having the 
slightest intention of observing such undertakings or carrying out such 
agreements.’”’ Communist leaders have continuously proven that 
their diplomats are the agents of dangerous revolt who use “‘diplo- 
matic agencies to promote such revolutionary movements in other 
countries.” 

The evidence cited above is a mere molecule, in comparison with 
the whole body of evidence which could be produced to verify the 
truth of Bainbridge Colby’s prophecy and to reduce the findings of 
the U. N. Administrative Tribunal to a historic absurdity. 








Section IV 
CONCLUSIONS 


(1) American Communists who had been officials of the United 
States Government penetrated the Secretariat of the United Nations 
after the United States Government had been apprised of security 
information regarding their conspiratorial activities. 

(2) American Communists have aided each other in securing em- 
ployment in the United Nations. : 

(3) The pattern of the United Nations activity of American Com- 
munists bears strong resemblance to the pattern of the previous activ- 
ity of such Communists in the United States Government, as described 
in the subcommittee’s report on Interlocking Subversion in Govern- 
ment Departments. 

(4) American citizens, under Communist discipline, are particularly 
valuable to the world Communist conspiracy when employed in the 
rege divisions, and facilities of the United Nations from which 
they can operate both here and abroad under United Nations cover, 
some sane s even with diplomatic immunity, against the interests of the 
U yn d States and in behalf of the Soviet Union. 

(5) There is a Communist “fifth column” operating within the 
United Nations Secretariat. This “fifth column” includes American 
citizens. There are strong indications that this “fifth column’ also 
includes citizens of other non-Communist countries. The work of 
this “fifth column’’ necessarily is inimical not only to the interests of 
the United States, but also to the interests of other non-Communist, 
freedom-loving nations, and to the avowed interests and purposes of 
the United Nations itself. 

(6) In our report on Interlocking Subversion in Government De 
partments, the subcommittee took the position that American citizens 
who refuse, on grounds of self-incrimination, to testify before properly 
constituted judicial or legislative agencies of the United States 
Government regarding their Communist activ ity, are not fit for Federal 
employment. This position was upheld by the President of the 
United States in his amended Executive order of October 13, 1953. 
We believe that such American citizens are also unfit for employment 
by the United Nations. 

The existence of a “fifth column” in the Secretariat of the United 
Nations brings into serious question the work of the Unite d Nations 
agencies and ‘also that of other international organizations. 

(8) Communists within the United Nations are under discipline to 
conform with the world pattern of Communist activity, in which every 
available type of diplomatic agency is used as a “cover shop” for 
e — ive and subversion. 

The he ‘arings before the Senate Internal Security Subcom- 
Be have been instrumental in revealing and securing the dismissal 
of a number of Americans with Communist records employed by the 
United Nations. 


49 
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(10) Subsequent to the subcommittee’s report of January 2, 1953, 
American representatives at the United Nations, together with the 
executive departments and in cooperation with the Secretary General, 
have instituted a number of safeguards against the activities and 
operations of American Communists within the United Nations. 
These safeguards should be improved and perfected. 

(11) The same considerations of national interest W hich dictate that 
a Communist shall not be considered desirable for Federal employment 
are the basis for the conclusion that American nationals who are Com- 
munists must not be allowed to assume positions in the United 
Nations from which they can harm their country. We believe it can 
be demonstrated that citizens of any nation engaged in a conspiracy 
to overthrow that nation by force and violence are per se unfit for 
employment by the United Nations or any other international or- 
ganization. But entirely aside from the question of fitness, we con- 
sider it the unquestioned right of the United States to demand that 
American nationals who join a conspiracy against their own country 
forego any opportunity to further that conspiracy through the 
United Nations or any other international organization. The United 
States should not assert or enforce this right through an attempt to 
coerce the United Nations with respect to its employment practices; 
but the United Nations can have no legitimate concern with restric- 
tions and limitations which our Government, for its own protection, 
may choose to place upon its nationals.! 

(12),The presence, on the United Nations staff, of secret Com- 
munists from non-Communist nations operating unde Me Soviet dis- 
cipline, is detrimental to the purposes of the United Nations and 
specifically constitutes a violation of article 100 (1) of the Charter of 
the United Nations which is as follows: 

In the performance of their duties the Secretary General and the staff shall not 
seek or receive instructions from any government or f-om any other authority 
external to the organization. They shall refrain fromm any action which might 
reflect on their position as international officials responsible only to the organi- 
zation. 

(13) Former Secretary General Lie showed awareness of the threat 
to American security when he dismissed American citizens from the 
United Nations Secretariat for refusing to answer the subcommittee’s 
questions regarding their Communist activities. 

(14) The Commission of Jurists, appointed by former Secretary 
General Trygve Lie to advise him, indicated its awareness of this 
threat to American security when it concluded: 

In exercising his responsibility for the selection and retention of staff the 
Secretary General should regard it as of the first importé ance to refrain from 
engaging or to remove from the staff any person whom he has reasonable grounds 
for believing to be engaged or to have been engaged, or to be likely to be engaged 
in any activities regarded as disloyal by the host country. 

(15) The action of the Administrative Tribunal in awarding in- 
demnities, remstatement and legal costs to persons who are clearly a a 
threat to the internal security of the United States, has done injury 
to the cause of the United Nations within the United States. 

(16) The decisions of the Administrative Tribunal reversing the 
Secretary General are unwarranted and demonstrate a totally errone- 
ous conception of the world Communist conspiracy. 


! This is the philosophy underlying the bill 8. 3, designed to prevent citizens of the United States of 


questionable loyalty to the United St ites Government from accepting any office or employment in or under 
the United Nations, and f r other purposes. 
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3. RECOMMENDATIONS 


We, the members of the Internal Security Subcommittee of the 
Senate Committee on the Judiciary: 

(1) Recommend the enactment of the bill S. 3, sponsored by 
Senator Pat McCarran and passed by the Senate last June, which 
would prevent United States citizens of questionable lovalty to the 
United States Government from accepting any office of employment 
in or under the United Nations. We deplore opposition to this bill 
by agencies in the executive branch of the Government which should 
be supporting this bill as the only effective means of attaining its 
objectives. 

(2) Commend the action of the American delegation to the United 
Nations in opposing the recommendations of the Administrative 
Tribunal reversing the Secretary General and urge such further steps 
as are necessary to prevent limitations upon and interference with the 
power of the Secretary General to remove American Communist 
employees from the United Nations staff. 

(3) Urge the President to instruct the American delegation to the 
United Nations to press for revision of any United Nations rules or 
contracts which limit the power of the Secretary General to dismiss any 
such employees. 

(4) Recommend that the subcommittee seek to determine which, 
if any, Government agencies or persons or private agencies took part 
in shifting Americans in government, who were connected with the 
Communist apparatus, to employment in the United Nations. 

(5) Because all persons who are subservient to the Communist 
international organization are in fact agents of the Soviet Govern- 
ment, we urge the President of the United States to instruct the 
American delegation to press for thorough review of the entire United 
Nations personnel from non-Communist countries, and to cooperate 
with delegations from such countries for the purpose of eliminating all 
personnel from their respective countries who are members of the 
Communist international organization or who are subject to its 
discipline. Similar instructions concerning the desirability of elimi- 
nating Communists who come from non-Communist nations should 
be given with respect to personnel of specialized agencies of the 
United Nations, including the Monetary Fund, Bank for Reconstruc- 
tion and Development, UNESCO, and the International Labor 
Organization. 

(6) Recommend that the evidence of Soviet use of international 
agencies, including the United Nations, as a cover for espionage on 
American soil or against American sovereignty, be transmitted to the 
Secretary of State as a basis for possible protest by our Government 
against Soviet violations of the agreement made by the Soviet Union 
when it was accorded American recognition in 1933. 

Wiiuiam E. Jenner, Chairman 
Artuur V. WATKINS. 

Ropert C. HENDRICKSON 
HerrMan WELKER 

JoHN MarsHaLi BuTLer. 

Pat McCarran. 

James O. EAsTLAND 

Ourn D. JoHNnstTon. 

JoHun L. McC.Le.ian. 








AppENDIXx I 
CHRONOLOGY 


(1) United Nations employees Weintraub and Kaplan (May 15, 
1952) and former United Nations employee, Mary Jane Keeney 
February 18, 1952) testify in IPR hearings. 

(2) Oc ‘tober 11, 1952—Secretary General appoints Commission of 
Jurists to advise him. 

(3) October 12, 1952—Secretary |General Lie instructs United 
Nation staff membe rs regarding conduct as witnesses. 

) October 13, 1952—U nited Nations hearings begin. 

5) October 15, 1952—Subcommittee concludes it “cannot be 
stopped” by witness’ use of UN regulations. 

(6) Between October 13, 1952, and April, 27, 1953—Twenty-seven 
United Nations staff members plead self-incrimination on questions 
regarding Communist connections. Almost all were former employees 
of the United States Government. 

(7) November 29, 1952—Commission of Jurists finds that ‘Secre- 
tary General should regard it as of the first importance to refrain 
from engaging or to remove from the staff any person whom he has 
reasonable grounds for believing to be engaged or to have been 
engaged, or to be likely to be engaged in any activities regarded as 
disloy al by the host country.” 

(8) December 2, 1952- ‘New York Federal grand jury issues 
presentment stating that an “overwhelmingly large group of disloyal 
United States citizens’’ infiltrated United Nations. The jury says 
infiltration was “not coincidental, but part of a definite, planned 
pattern.” 

(9) January 2, 1953—Subcommittee reports that from 1946 to 
1949 “there was no safeguard whatsoever” against the United Nations 
employment of disloyal United States citizens. Thereafter, “even 
the narrow limits of what the State Department undertook to 
do, * * * the Department did not perform in accordance with its 
commitment.” 

(10) January 7, 1953—Senator McCarran introduces Senate bill 3, 
requiring loyalty clearance of United Nations employees who are 
United States citizens. 

(11) January 9, 1953—President Eisenhower orders loyalty investi- 
gation of all Americans listed by Secretary General as prospective 
United Nations employees. 

(12) February 17, 1953—Dismissed United Nations employees ap- 
pe al to United Nations Tribunal. 

(13) February 18, 1953—1,706 questionnaires filled out and _ re- 
turned; 49 outstanding. 

(14) February 19, 1953—-Ambassador Henry Cabot Lodge circulates 
1,755 security questionnaires among United States citizens employed 
by the United Nations. 
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(15) May 14, 1953—Secretary General dismisses last of 17 em- 
ployees who invoked the fifth amendment before the subcommittee. 

(16) June 8, 1953—Senate bill 3 passes Senate. 

(17) August 21-26, 1953—Tribunal upholds Secretary General in 
5 cases, remands 1, reinstates 4, makes monetary awards to 7. 

(18) September 2, 1953—United Nations’ new Secretary General 
Hammerskjold refuses to reinstate United Nations employees. 

(19) September 25—-October 2 and 29, 1953—Subcommittee recalls 
witnesses who were reinstated or rewarded. 

(20) October 13, 1953—Tribunal makes further awards. 

(21) October 13, 1953—President Eisenhower directs that use of 
fifth amendment to avoid self-incrimination is a cause for dismissal 
from Federal employment. 

(22) United Nations General Assembly refers indemnities issue 
to International Court of Justice. 
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